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ABSTRACT
“His Soul in the Land of the Greaser Band:”
John L. Haynes and the Tejano Antebellum Era, 1846-1861
(May 2018)

Hugo David Haynes Meza, B.A., Texas A&M International University;

Chair of Committee: Dr. Jerry Thompson

This first scholarly study of mid-nineteenth-century U.S. military and political leader,
John L. Haynes, takes us beyond a land in conflict, three bloody wars, one man’s steady
evolution from slaveholder to abolitionist, and reveals a public service record that challenged
Texas’s systematic exclusion of Spanish-surnamed persons. A Freemason, Cotton-Whig editor,
Mexican War veteran, merchant-filibuster-insurgent, land agent, state legislator, brigadiergeneral, Southern dissenter, Civil War commander of the First Texas Volunteer Cavalry (Union)
who led a 600-man Latino guerilla regiment across the Texas-Mexico borderlands and thru the
Louisiana swamps, a key founder and the first state chairman of the Texas Republican Party, and
lawyer, Haynes’s public service record awakens a dormant portal in the contemporary study of
Texas history. In that, his pro-Latino land-adjudication agency and political activism provided a
platform for Hispanics to challenge an elitist “egalitarian ideal” and antebellum-era new order
that denied them equal protection; by encouraging Latino activism in American institutions—
a century before the U.S. Supreme Court case of Hernandez v. Texas (1954).
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In analyzing Haynes’s life and “Scrapbook,” letters and documents on microfilm, period
newspapers, and his public service record at the Briscoe Center for American History at the
University of Texas, this thesis argues that Haynes’s doctrine of individual liberty, the making of
his conversion to abolitionism, and Unionist sentiments developed from five major factors: his
merchant border gamble, war-time combat, marriage into a Quaker family, economic prudence,
and his internalization of and respect for Spanish-Mexican Fronterizeros culture and history.
Haynes’s land agency in South Texas offers us a rare glimpse into a sociological consciousness
raising campaigning that identifies Hispanics as full-fledged citizens and places the concept of
class distinction at the center of land-grant adjudication; four generations before Gus Garcia and
his colleagues argued that Americans of Latino origin were treated as “a class apart.” In the 21st
Century, the now known story of Haynes’s strong political will to shield Tejano land claims and
human liberties through his weaponization of a turbulent Tejano historical struggle, shatters the
nuanced Anglo-centric historical narrative that systematically excludes the first settlers of Texas.

vi

DEDICATION

For “Perdida”

Still-born daughter of John L. and Angelica Wells “Van Buren” Haynes,
Camargo, Mexico, 1851, A. D.

`

vii

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
First and foremost, my gratitude is extended to Jerry Thompson for his mentorship and
support of this project. His expert advice and encouragement has been invaluable. I would also
like to thank Professors Stephen M. Duffy, Peter F. Haruna and Aaron A. Olivas, for serving on
this thesis committee. Many appreciations go to the Graduate School at Texas A&M
International University for endowing me an Assistantship which helped in the process of
conducting this research, as well as to all the people whose support I have received. Some special
thanks belong to my father Jesus R. Meza, for his companionship in the gathering of archival
materials related to this research. His considerate curiosity to ask important questions on the life
of John L. Haynes, assisted this project.

viii

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page
ABSTRACT……………………………………………………………………………….……iv
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS.……………………………………………………………………..vii
TABLE OF CONTENTS……………………………………………………………………...viii
LIST OF FIGURES…………………………………………………………………………......ix
PREFACE………………………………………………………………………………………..x
CHAPTER
I
INTRODUCTION………………………………………………………………………...1
II
A CONSTITUTIONAL CONSCIENCE EXHUMED…………………………………...5
John L. Haynes in the Historical Scholarship……………………………………11
III
BRED IN THE AGE OF JACKSON…………………………………………………....35
John L. Haynes in Retrospect……………………………………………………36
Native Son of the Old Dominion………………………………………………...39
Tennessee Travelers……………………………………………………………...42
Mississippi Cotton-Whig………………………………………………………...45
Merchant Border Gamble………………………………………………………..50
IV
MANIFEST DESTINY AND FILIBUSTERS ON THE RIO GRANDE FRONTIER....55
Prelude to Invasion………………………………………………………………56
With the Mississippi Rifles, 1846-1848…………………………………………59
The Issue of Further Annexation………………………………………………...66
Cultures Collide………………………………………………………………….68
“Territory of the Rio Grande”…………………………………………………....72
Colonel Haynes and the Plan de la Loba………………………………………...76
Juan L. Haynes and the Issue of Land Grant Confirmation……………………...88
The Making of a South Texas Representative…………………………………...95
V
A QUAKER INFLUENCE IN TEXAS, 1836-1861…………………………………...104
A Quaker Family’s Odyssey..…………………………………………………..105
Angelica………………………………………………………………………...108
“Este Partido Bárbaro y Cruel………………………………………………….112
Tejano Representative………………………………………………………….116
Federal Figure Rising…………………………………………………………..120
A Pioneer Woman in Texas Has Fallen………………………………………..126
Evolution of a Texas Unionist………………………………………………….128
A Quaker Family’s Legacy……………………………………………………..130
VI
“JOHNY HAYNES WAS RIGHT IN THE BANDIT’S SIGHT”.…………………….136
John L. Haynes and the Origins of the Cortina Rebellion……………………...137
Starr County Villain…………………………………………………………….147
Order of the Lone Star Laying in Ambush……………………………………..159
Sword of the Border…………………………………………………………….162
VII
CONCLUSION: PERDIDA VAN BUREN AND THE “STRUCTURE OF PEACE”..172
BIBLIOGRAPHY……………………………………………………………………………....176
VITA……………………………………………………………………………………………207

ix

LIST OF FIGURES
Page
Figure 1:

Union Colonel John L. Haynes with his wife Angelica Wells “Van Buren”
Haynes...……………………………………………………………………..3

Figure 2:

$50 Treasury Note with a picture of Col. Malcolm Decatur Haynes, State
Treasurer 1860-1865, Issued on December 7, 1861.…….…………………36

Figure 3:

Portrait of the “Trail of Tears,” by Robert Lindneux, 1942..……………….45

Figure 4:

$100 Treasury Note with a picture of Col. Malcolm D. Haynes, (State
Treasurer, MS 1860-1865)………………………………………………….51

Figure 5:

Painting of the Battle of Palo Alto on the Rio Grande Frontier, May 8,
1846, by Carl Nebel……...…………………………………………………56

Figure 6:

Painting titled “American Progress,” by John Gast, 1872………………….59

Figure 7:

Map of the Battles of Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma…………………...60

Figure 8:

Drawing of La Angostura Pass (Battle of Buena Vista).…………………....63

Figure 9:

Map of what would become Starr County, 1847……………………………67

Figure 10:

Map of Starr County region, 1851…………………………………………..75

Figure 11:

Excerpt from the passport of Robert Anderson Haynes, 1919……………..110

Figure 12:

Stained glass-window dedicated to John L. Haynes, at St. David’s
Church……………………………………………………………………....111

Figure 13:

Stained glass-window dedicated to Mary “Van Buren” Haynes, at St.
David’s Church……………………………………………………………...129

Figure 14:

Brownsville American Flag, March 17, 1860……………………………....155

Figure 15:

Brigadier-General and State Representative John L. Haynes wearing a
Mexican sarape……………………………………………………………...157

x

PREFACE
My motivation to research the life of John L. Haynes stemmed from being a fifthgeneration descendant of the man. As that undertaking unfolded, however, my motivations to
write this thesis evolved. In collecting evidence on Haynes’s tumultuous life, a panoramic view
of a 19th Century “Tejano Antebellum Era” materialized. Often misrepresented in the story of
Texas, Tejano history was not introduced to the academia until the 1930s. At the forefront of that
grassroots movement stood three women determined to defend the history and the rights of a
brave people, and to educate the unfortunate in South Texas. In support of María Elena Zamora
O’Shea, Emilia Wilhelmina Schunior Ramírez, and Jovita González de Mireles, the political
activist José T. Canales, Texas folklorist Américo Paredes, and the civil rights attorney Gustavo
“Gus” Garcia, also embodied a strong Tejano historical spirit and sense of duty to defend the
history of their ancestors. Their teachings set into motion an immutable force of thinkers who
have persevered to set the historical record straight. In this context, a revisionist interpretation of
Haynes’s resolve to preserve Spanish and Mexican land grants pushes forward Tejano history.
It also enriches a core curriculum for its overdue share of inclusion into the Texas school system.

Hugo David Haynes Meza
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

“He regarded no sacrifice as too burdensome where a principle was at stake.”

Rev. Benjamin A. Rogers on John L. Haynes, The Austin Weekly Statesman

In mid-spring of 1889, a posse of Freemasons travelled by train from the Texas capital to
the Laredo Protestant Cemetery, situated on the sultry outskirts of the bustling and booming
border town. Nearly one year after John L. Haynes’s death, these old friends arrived at his grave.
Shovels dug below the red sunbaked soil. Haynes’s cast-iron metallic coffin was exhumed.1
The weary journey back to Austin halted on a hill, when the convoy carrying Haynes’s remains
reached St. David’s Church. At ten o’clock on Friday morning, March 8, 1889, family and
friends gathered for a mass held to do honor his memory. “The congregation was of a character
such as few events can now bring together in this city,” recollected the officiating reverend,
Benjamin A. Rogers.2 Gazing down from the chancel, the white-bearded preacher felt teleported
as if “some Sunday morning of twenty years had come back,” and the news of Haynes’s return
“brought around his bier a multitude of the old friends who stood shoulder to shoulder with him,
in ‘the days that tried men’s souls.”’3 By mid-noon the hot Texas sun hovered over the blue
American sky as a sizeable cavalcade escorted the former Union Colonel to the Oakwood
Cemetery—a necropolis reserved for the state’s revered citizens—for his second, yet, proper
burial.4 As the sun slowly faded and all returned home it was evident this important historical
figure had carved his niche as a leading political and military figure in the history of Texas.
__________
This thesis follows the model of Southwestern Historical Quarterly.
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The reverence bestowed upon Haynes’s memory long after death was not common. In
those times, the presence of various ethnicities uniting may have seemed odd. Among the crowds
were several Latinos, some of whom had served under his command in the Civil War. Tejanos,
Mexicanos, Europeans, Anglo and African Texans, respectfully, gathered to celebrate his life.
This unity showed that his fortitude, loyalty to his country, and the sacrifices he made to uphold
his convictions did not go in vain. The editor of the San Antonio Light avowed, “A Good
Republican Gone . . . Col. Haynes was the ablest man of his party at the time of his death.”5
In the words of his war-time comrade Edmund J. Davis, he was “a true Union man.”6 Indeed,
and many Latinos, especially, believed that. “Perhaps no death had occurred for years that has
created more profound sorrow on the Rio Grande, from this frontier, than that of Col. Haynes,
who was known and liked in almost every house from Laredo to the mouth of the river,” one
borderland editor wrote.7
In life, Haynes’s political image, however, was frequently vilified. Reconstruction
Governor James W. Throckmorton, referred to Haynes as more “bloodthirsty than Nero.”8
Newspapers mocked him and his close association to Latinos. Rival politicians and editors
depicted him as a traitor to his race. Somers Kinney, of the Brownsville American Flag versed
on one occasion: “Johny Haynes was right, in the bandit’s sight, he loved the story well, And he
drew his knife, for the white-man’s life, And pray’d his soul to hell.” During the Cortina War, he
was hung in effigy in Brownsville above a placard that read: “El Judas pensa vender su potria
por 30 pedasos de plata—the Judas who wished to sell his country for 30 pieces of silver.”9
The clashing views elicit vital questions. Who was John L. Haynes? Why was he honored
in death as a man of rectitude and decency? Was he the Nero-like villain and race traitor that his
foes branded him? Was his consideration for Latinos and his conversion from slaveholder to
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abolitionist principled or expedient? His life gives us a glimpse into an obscured and diversified
Southwest in a time of great crisis. Slowly, his memory faded. In a post-modern world, what
does the life of such a controversial figure mean to Texas history?

Figure 1. Union Colonel John L. Haynes with his wife Angelica Wells “Van Buren” Haynes.
Lawrence T. Jones III Texas Photographs, DeGolyer Library,
Central University Libraries, Southern Methodist University.
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Endnotes: Chapter One

1

Freemasons were traditionally buried in metallic cast-iron coffins during the late 1800s.

2

The Austin Weekly Statesman, March 8, 1889.

3

Ibid.

4

Oakwood Cemetery, Austin, Travis County, Texas. Haynes Plot, Section 1, Lot 34. Buried in the
Haynes plot is Haynes’s wife Angelica, his daughter Mary, and two of Angelica’s sisters.
5

San Antonio Light, April 3, 1889.

6
Edmund J. Davis, et al. to N. P. Banks, August 26, 1863, Compiled Service Record of John L. Haynes,
Records of the Adjutant General’s Office, Record Group 94, National Archives, Washington D.C.
7

Laredo Times, April 3, 1888; and Galveston Daily News, April 3, 1888. The editor was probably Justo S.
Penn, who owned and published the broadsheet.
8

James W. Throckmorton to B. H. Epperson, August 27, 1868, Benjamin Holland Epperson Papers,
1834-1876, Dolph Briscoe Center for American History, The University of Texas at Austin.
9
John L. Haynes Papers, 1846-1945, Dolph Briscoe Center for American History, The University of
Texas at Austin. Haynes “Scrapbook,” 12, 13. Hereafter referred to as Haynes Papers.
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CHAPTER II
A CONSTITUTIONAL CONSCIENCE EXHUMED

“Few southerners chose to fight their region’s assumptions and policies
in as many different ways as John Haynes of Texas.”

James A. Marten,
“John L. Haynes: A Southern Dissenter in Texas,”
Southern Studies, 1990

One significant goal of this presented scholarship is to grasp Haynes as an independent
thinker. This allows for a more thorough examination in determining the factors that motivated
his representation of Tejano interests. In doing so, this study does not attempt to lionize Haynes
as a civil rights paladin or Tejano defender. Rather, it will argue, that Haynes’s racial fairness
doctrine developed as a gradual process and intensified during the Civil War. This study will go
beyond any examination of Haynes by documenting that at one-time Haynes was a slaveholder.
After journeying to Texas in 1846, archival tax rolls from Holmes County, Mississippi, clearly
show that Haynes owned nine slaves.1 As a result, this study represents a revisionist historical
interpretation of an enigmatic figure. Particularly, what explains the somewhat radical change
from slaveholder to virtuous man?
Aside from attempting to understand Haynes’s conversion to abolitionism, perhaps the
most significant problem this thesis tackles, is determining his motivation to side with Juan N.
Cortina in 1859-1860. This thesis will also try to determine his participation in the United StatesMexico War and the “Merchant’s War,” in addition to investigating the factors that propelled his
becoming a Texas Unionist, connection to Latinos as a land agent and state representative,
opposition to secession, and his purpose in preserving South Texas land titles dating back to the
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colonial era. Because Haynes has seldom been thought of in legal or sociological terms, much of
the memory linking his life to Tejano history remains eclipsed.
Framing this problem as a constitutional question helps to clarify the obscurity of
Haynes’s influence and legitimacy as a Federal authoritative figure in the social transformation
of the South Texas frontier. Hence, under what circumstances were Haynes’s pro-Union and proTreaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo Articles VIII and IX sentiments and his principles translated into
public policy, and what were their effects? In this context, the point this thesis will develop is
that perhaps Haynes’s single most important act was linking the Texas Seventh Legislature and
Texas General Land Office in the incorporation and legitimizing of land titles he preserved as
Secretary of the Board of Commissioners, 1854-1855. In the immediate sense, the effect was a
vital step in the “structure of peace,” at least temporarily, Tejano elites’ and the middle-class
held on to their lands. This brings us to the overarching theme of this study.
Historian David Montejano created a framework for what Ashbel Smith, secretary of
state of the Texas Republic, called the “rivalship of peace.” As Montejano observed, Smith
believed that the closing of the “Mexican War” was “comparatively a small matter, except as
hastening and preluding to the rivalship of peace” and the monumental task of the “grand, the
important consequences” of the war, was procuring the “end of the institutions of Mexico” and
implementing the “substituting of new institutions.” Indeed, in the Trans-Nueces region, a series
of accommodations set the groundwork from which the new political authorities (and natives)
planted the foundation for institutional transformations.2 In short, the case of John L. Haynes
adds a new dimension to the “peace structure” theory, in his promotion of Unionist sentiments,
which advocated for the legislative adjudication of South Texas land grants and challenged a
radical rightist’s platform of systematic exclusion.
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Since the early 1950s, Texas Unionists, in general, have stirred ample historical debate.
To date, studies that focus on Texas Unionists as distinct personalities, however, remain limited.
In 1927, the first biographical study was written of Texas Revolutionist and thrice governor of
the state, Elisha M. Pease. Over four decades later, John L. Waller, Colossal Hamilton of Texas
(1968) launched a reinvigorated spirit of research into the topic. During the 1970s, theses and
dissertations documented the records of Elisha M. Pease, George W. Paschal, Edmund J. Davis,
and James P. Newcomb.3 Throughout the 1980s the subject fell into oblivion. Then in 1996, the
political career of John Hancock was documented. In the early twenty-first-century, this topic
seems to be generating renewed interest, although minimally so. Recently published studies
include, James L. Haley, Sam Houston, and Edmund J. Davis of Texas, by Carl H. Moneyhon.
While scholars have studied Texas Unionists as distinct personalities to some extent, still missing
are the records of other leading Texas figures who also cast their fate with the Union Army. As
the field of Texas history continues to develop, more research on Texas Unionists is essential.
The qualitative development in which the current thesis is situated within undertakes to
examine the factors that deliver the narrative of one leading Texas Unionists’ contributions to the
history of the United States. Thus, this study aims to place John L. Haynes’s persona as a leading
Texas Unionist into contemporary historiographical context. So, why does a former slaveholder
with Virginia roots end up raising a 600-man Union guerilla regiment, primarily composed of
Latinos from the sultry lowlands of the Rio Grande Valley? Moreover, what influenced Haynes’s
somewhat radical idea of “racial fairness,” and how did his “political opportunism” develop?
What factors motivated Haynes’s representation of Tejano interests? What helps to explain the
development of his Unionists sentiments and his Southern dissent? Finally, where does the
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subject’s life history and societal contributions put into perspective his historical reputation in
South Texas history? This thesis seeks to answer these questions.
Discovered some eight decades after his death, Haynes’s “Scrapbook” is the goldmine
that supplies insights into his political career.4 This investigation also analyzes manuscript
collections, as well as published primary sources, public documents, period newspapers, and
other source materials, such as articles published by the Texas State Historical Association.
Supplemental information such as private correspondence from the era has allowed me to
personalize Haynes in ways that would otherwise not have been probable.
Through an analysis of the above-mentioned evidence, this study does not examine Texas
Unionists as a group. Moreover, this is not a systematic study of South Texas land dispossession.
Rather, the study is narrowed to an emphasis on Haynes’s social, political and militant activism
in connection to Latinos and the history of the antebellum-era “peace structure.” This research
also limits its analysis of Texas secession. Instead the thesis focuses on Haynes’s economic and
constitutional reasoning rather than examining the sectional crisis from political or social
standpoints, because this lens seems more suitable for balancing the description of his fervent
resistance, therefore providing a clearer insight to his views. These limitations are needed
because the study of Texas Unionists as leading personalities is a multifaceted area indicating
that each person had their own reasons for remaining loyal to the federal government.
On a theoretical level, the gap this thesis bridges in the field of Texas history—and
American history—is that it will be the first study to offer a historical interpretation of a Texas
Unionist whose public service facilitated the systematic inclusion of American citizens of
Spanish surnamed origin—before, during, and after the Civil War. There is little doubt Haynes
was a major player in Texas amid secession, war, and state rebuilding. As a southern dissenter,
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his military career adds a new dimension to Texas Civil War history because of the unique
composition of his predominantly Latino Second Texas “Mustangs.”5 His role as a leading postwar politician furthers the scholarship of Texas Reconstruction, by illuminating the point of view
of a moderate Republican who opposed the radical element of the party. Haynes’s career also
reveals how vital aspects of Whig principles continued to be for some Scalawags long after the
days of Henry Clay.
What makes his life history unique from most southerners, was a slow radical change,
which enabled his statesmanship to apply a doctrine of individual liberty to all people. Thus, the
main contribution of this interdisciplinary study may be a fresh examination of a perplexing
Texas Unionist whose public service in the antebellum provides an example of political courage.
Furthermore, this work contributes to nineteenth-century Texas historiography in sociological,
military, border, ethnic relations, and political perspectives, and presents a study of someone
who opposed Texas secession from an economic standpoint. Other topics of importance include
United States foreign policy along the Texas-Mexico border, the development and defense of the
Rio Grande Valley, and National politics. From a psychological perspective, this study shows a
gradual metamorphose in Haynes’s behavioral attitude from slaveholder to abolitionist.
While the introductory chapter serves to establish the context of this study and reviews
historical literature pertinent to this analysis, Chapter II traces Haynes’s roots to contextualize his
persona as a young man. The study focuses on his political, moral, and cultural ideology. The
aim of a third chapter is to ascertain his participation in the United States-Mexico War and the
“Merchants War,” and examines his early history on the border, as well as his land agency from
the initial phase of land-grant confirmation up to 1857. Chapter IV strives to structure four major
pillars that upheld his Unionist sentiments and becoming of a Texas Unionist. Haynes’s
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economic argument against secession is also reviewed. Chapter V interprets his exact role in the
Cortina War, and explores the subject as a state representative. Emphasis is placed on Haynes’s
strong-willed political rhetoric and connection to the Tejano population of Starr County and
South Texas. Maps and illustrations are included to underscore ideas or developments related to
this investigation.
One mystery of Haynes’ s life is the four diverse versions of the middle “L” in his name.
A glass window at St. David’s Episcopal Church in Austin refers to him as Lenyons. He had an
uncle named Linnaeus Scott. Most Laredo descendants suppose the “L” stands for Leonard,
because that is the name he gave his third son. And his close friend Sam Houston called him
Leal. It is important to note that in the family Bible of John and Elizabeth Haynes, Haynes’s
name does not include a middle initial. He does, however, use the middle “L” in his name before
his arrival in Texas.
As the Republican Party of Texas has reached its sesquicentennial anniversary, doesn’t it
seem an appropriate time that the history and societal contributions of the group’s initiating
founder be presented? Whether taken as race traitor or transcendental hero, Haynes’s fight
against an elitist “egalitarian ideal” is the key that activates a portal that traverses space and time,
as he challenged the assumptions behind a backwards Anglo Texan political proscription.
In this context, the best example of a pre-war Texas Unionist whose racial attitude is an
opposite reflection of Haynes is, Texas Confederate, Reconstruction Governor: James W.
Throckmorton (2008), by Kenneth W. Howell. Through a revision of Throckmorton’s life and
public career, as argued in his dissertation, the author maintains that frontier racism originated
“from white’s fear of losing control of their social, economic, and political institutions.”6 For 182
years, however, “white identity race trauma” has kept a tight grip on those said institutions, of
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which Throckmorton was a guardian.7 An analysis of the life of John L. Haynes offers a positive
future to this age-old problem. As this study reveals, his pro-Latino land adjudication agency and
political activism as a Federal authoritative figure, provided a platform for Hispanic voices to
challenge a white supremacist inegalitarianism and antebellum-era new order that denied them
equal protection, by encouraging Latino activism in American social, economic, military and
political institutions—and puts to question Herbert Hoover’s, and then FDR’s, “Mexican
Repatriation Program” of the 1930s, Eisenhower’s “Operation Wetback” of 1954, or Number
45’s “Know-Nothing” resurgence of 2016.
This first scholarly study of mid-nineteenth century U.S. military and political leader,
John L. Haynes, takes us beyond a land in conflict, three bloody wars, one man’s steady
evolution from slaveholder to abolitionist, and reveals a public service record that challenged
Texas’s systematic exclusion of Spanish-surnamed persons. In analyzing his life and public
service record, this thesis argues that Haynes’s doctrine of individual liberty, conversion to
abolitionism, and Unionist sentiments developed from five major factors: his merchant border
gamble, war-time combat, marriage into a Quaker family, economic prudence, and his
internalization of and respect for Spanish-Mexican Fronterizeros culture and history. Haynes’s
land agency in mid-nineteenth-century South Texas offers us a rare glimpse into a sociological
consciousness raising campaigning that identifies Latinos as full-fledged citizens and places the
concept of class distinction at the center of land-grant adjudication.

John L. Haynes in the Historical Scholarship
The history of Latinos in Texas and of the “peace structure” theory is enhanced thru an
understanding of John L. Haynes’s pro-Tejano land-adjudication, political, and militant agency
amid the turbulent nineteenth-century antebellum-era. The purpose of this literature review is to
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provide a synthesized overview of the evolving web of existing literature related to this topic.
While much has been written on Texas Confederates and Texas Unionists, not a single theses or
dissertation has been written of a leading personality who energetically challenged the elitist
Anglo-Texan-anti-Latino mindset, institutions and rules of the day, until now.
This literature review commences with a comprehension of Haynes in published primary
sources. The review then delves into secondary sources arranged by topics: Haynes as a political
protagonist, Haynes as a military commander, other Texas Unionists as important personalities,
Texas Unionists as a group, Haynes’s life before his dissent, Haynes in secession, Haynes as a
Southern dissenter, a broad view of the Civil War, vigilantism on Texas home soil, Texas Civil
War battles, Haynes in Reconstruction, and Haynes as a Scalawag. This review then turns its
attention to Haynes in Tejano history. Topics entail perspectives on scholastic neglect, social
identity, biographies, persecution, nationalism, revolutionaries, acculturation, sociology,
military, economics, regional, pictorial, and land-grant confirmation. Although this study does
not delve into Haynes’s Civil War service or career in Reconstruction, this review does include a
synopsis of Haynes’s relation to works related to these eras.
A review of historical literature that closest examines Haynes begins with published
primary sources. The Collected Works of Abraham Lincoln, edited in 1953, gives insight to
Haynes’s lead push for the recruitment of enganchados, or Union agents, on the Texas-Mexico
border. The Writings of Sam Houston, 1813-1863 (1938-1943), edited by Amelia W. Williams
and Eugene C. Barker, states that he served as a U.S. lieutenant during the war with Mexico from
1846-1848. Stephen B. Oates, ed., Rip Ford’s Texas (1963), supplies valuable information
correlated to Haynes’s Unionist activities; includes Ford’s account of Haynes’s involvement in
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the Plan de la Loba; and his foreign diplomatic mission intended to influence Mexican President
Benito Juarez to cut economic and political ties with the Confederate States.8
First hand-accounts of the stormy decades from the 1850s to the 1870s are best found in,
landscape architect Frank Olmstead’s, A Journey Through Texas (1857), Missionary Adventures
in Texas and Mexico (1858), by French Catholic priest Emmanuel “Abbe” Domenech,
missionary laborer Melinda Ranklin’s, Twenty Years among the Mexicans (1875), Germannative Maria von Büchler’s Corpus Christi (1879). And while neither of these accounts mention
Haynes, they provide fundamental perspectives to the world Haynes knew.9 In regard to Texas
Unionists, published speeches or sketches delineate vital issues of the time in review.10 In
addition to the primary sources previously mentioned, a thorough understanding of Haynes
requires an analysis of several secondary sources.
One-time president of the Society of Civil War Historians, James Marten, supplies the
only scholarship focused on studying Haynes as a political protagonist. In his article, “John L.
Haynes: A Southern Dissenter in Texas” (1990), published in the journal of Southern Studies,
Marten describes Haynes’s career as follows,

From the late 1850s through the 1880s, Haynes won notoriety as a protector
of Mexican-Texans, as an opponent of secession, as a Union army officer, as
a supporter of freedman’s rights and as a Republican “scalawag.” Haynes’s
long struggle against elitism and political proscription furnishes the key to his
motivations as a dissenter . . . Haynes seasoned his Jacksonian Democratic
background with doses of political opportunism and racial fairness to become
one of the most consistent supporters of the underdog in Texas during the
Civil War era . . . Few southerners chose to fight their region’s assumptions
and policies in as many different ways as John Haynes of Texas. 11

The author further argues, “For all of his adult life he held to the notion that no man, party, or
race ought to enjoy arbitrary power over anyone,” and asserts that Haynes’s “primary interest
throughout his public career was in defending the rights of all Americans—and Texans.” In his
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final analysis, Marten writes, “Haynes’s career shows how important Jacksonian idealism
remained for some southerners long after the Age of Jackson; his compassion for Tejanos and
blacks demonstrated that, unlike most southerners, he could apply those ideals to other races.”12
While Marten’s conclusion is an eye-opener, it is also paradoxical. On the one hand,
Jacksonian idealism can be defined as a political philosophy that espoused democracy solely for
the “common-white-man.” On the other hand, Marten claims that Haynes’s political worldview
contradicted that very notion. Moreover, an investigation of Haynes’s background as editor of
Mississippi’s Lexington Advertiser in 1845, reveals that his political philosophy was engrained in
Whig principles—not Jacksonian idealism.13 This helps explain his course of action in secession.
For example, his support of John Bell in the election of 1860, his columns in the New York
Times, and his economic argument against secession via a compilation of statistical data.
Marten’s evaluation faces a second major concern. By juxtaposing Andrew Jackson
Hamilton, military governor of Texas, as Haynes’s “model” and “mentor” in the matter of public
policy, Marten compartmentalizes Haynes.14 This approach is not apt as it limits a conception of
Haynes as an independent thinker. To that point, although Haynes was indeed one of Hamilton’s
strongest supporters, he was a man who held his own views in the topics of politics and war.
Thus, Marten overlooks Haynes’s pre-Texas political and moral ideology and tumultuous past.
Despite these shortcomings, Marten’s article is fair and informative in its overall scope,
especially in the realm of Tejano-Anglo relations. Still, it is necessary to understand Haynes as
an individual, as he represents some paradox historians have not been able, or willing, to solve.
While this article broke ground for studying Haynes in political terms, an examination with
Haynes as a military commander broke ground four year earlier.
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Historian and authoritative author on Southwest Civil War history, Jerry D. Thompson, in
his Mexican Texans in the Union Army (1986), focuses on Haynes’s Second Texas Cavalry.
Thompson finds that desertion hindered the development of the unit. Major challenges that
plagued the regiment are also discussed. This monograph also supplies the most thorough
description of Haynes’s Civil War service. In connection to Haynes’s political and militant
activism, Thompson and Marten both agree that Haynes was “one of the few Anglo-Americans
who had compassion for” and understood the plight of Mexican Americans from South Texas.15
On the other hand, Charles D. Greer, Why Texans fought in the Civil War (2010), paints
Haynes as a mendacious Union military recruiter. He implies that Haynes deceived the Latino
enlistees with unattainable vows. Retired U.S. Army colonel, Roy Sullivan, to a lesser extent,
shares Greer’s view in his Civil War in Texas and the Southwest (2007). Yet, well-known Texas
historian Ralph A. Wooster disagrees with Greer’s and Sullivan’s assessment. In consensus with
Thompson and Marten, Wooster asserts in his Civil War Texas (1999), that Haynes’s association
with Latinos was grounded in a sympathetic nature.16
In this context, scholar Arnoldo De Leon, “Our Gringo Amigos” (1993), indorses
Thompson’s analysis of Haynes as a war commander quick to endorse the proficiencies of his
Tejano soldiers when federal authorities cast doubts upon them.17 Perhaps Thompson’s view of
Haynes as tolerant in the Civil War differentiates with Greer’s and Sullivan’s take, since he went
beyond studying Haynes solely as a recruiter. In any event, Haynes’s military service record has
left an indelible mark on Texas Civil War scholarship.
In the latest published biography of another Texas Unionist who won Civil War fame,
Edmund J. Davis of Texas (2010), Carl H. Moneyhon interprets Davis as a man who fought to
uphold values of a “society based on law and order.”18 This work redefines Davis’s controversial
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image and opens the floodgate for revising the careers of other Texas Unionists, such as John L.
Haynes. In this work, Haynes is mentioned frequently. James L. Haley, Sam Houston (2004), is
an award-winning work that survey’s Houston’s influential career and pro-Union support. And
John L. Waller, Colossal Hamilton of Texas (1968), mentions Haynes, and explains Hamilton’s
impact on the state political field amid the third quarter of the 1800s.19
Among theses and dissertations, E.M. Pease is so far, the most prevalent Texas Unionist.
Roger A. Griffin, “Connecticut Yankee in Texas” (1979), provides a complete representation of
Pease’s extensive career. Jane Lynn Scarborough, “George W. Paschal, Texas Unionist and
Scalawag Jurisprudent” (1973), enriches the scholarship of Texas Unionists by deducing the
Civil War as a constitutional calamity originating from legal grounds, and transmitting the
viewpoints of one essential attorney and publisher of the period that Haynes is mentioned in.
Dale Somers, “James P. Newcomb” (1972), and John Fowler, “James P. Newcomb” (1976), both
cover Newcomb’s notable propagandistic writings and Union support. These theses,
dissertations, and above cited monographs form the substance for the often-neglected narratives
of Texas Unionists as important personalities.20
As an overall unit, “Unionism in Texas: 1856-1861” (1964), by Frank H. Smyrl, who
mentions Haynes, states that the most overriding attribute that tied Texas Unionists together was
their opposition to secession. Another informative article on Texas Unionists is, James A.
Baggett, “The Constitutional Union Party in Texas” (1979). Baggett also mentions Haynes and
concludes that this group rose from practical causes; chiefly because the “peculiar institution”
had reached its geographic limitations. Nineteen years later, in The Shattering of Texas Unionism
(1998), Dale Baum employs a quantitative methodology—the scrutiny of county voting patterns
from 1859-1869—to argue that “unionism” as a political attitude or stratagem, did not exist. At
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best, Baum’s analysis falls in line with Smyrl’s evaluation that unionism may be attributed to the
opposition to secession.
Fortunate for historians, Lone Star Unionism, Dissent, and Resistance (2016), is a
cutting-edge compendium, produced over half a century after the appearance of Smyrl’s
“Unionism in Texas: 1856-1861.” This new anthology, edited by Tejano scholar Jesús F. de la
Teja, includes Haynes, and integrates the latest academic research to show how “slaves,
freedmen and freedwomen, Tejanos, German immigrants, and white women, all took part in the
struggle,” and further, ousts the “myth of a monolithically Confederate Texas.”21
Works that focus on topics related to Haynes’s life before secession and his dissent
include, Joseph E. Chance’s Jefferson Davis’s Mexican War Regiment (1991), and H. Grady
Howell, Mississippi Rifles (2005), which supply overviews of the units of which Haynes was
attached to during the war.22 Important to note, Howell’s compilation of “all known Mississippi
soldiers” does not register the names of John L. or James M. Haynes. However, microfilm rolls
of post returns from Ringgold Barracks show James stationed there as an officer in 1849.23 Only
nineteen years after Haynes’s death, A Twentieth Century History of Southwest Texas (1907),
documents that Haynes “served all through this war [U.S.-Mexico War] with distinction and was
mustered out in 1848.” 24
Studies concerning Haynes’s early history on the Texas-Mexico border, include, Daisy
Barrett Tanner, The History and Treasures of St. David’s Church (1976). Frank H. Dugan, “The
1850 Affair of Brownsville Separatists” (1957), remains the most informative inquiry of the
Territorial Movement of 1850. Chance’s José María de Jesús Carvajal (2006), and Rebellious
Ranger (1964) by William J. Hughes, both recount Haynes’s participation in El Plan de la
Loba.25 Except for a few studies, however, scholarship on the “Merchant’s War” is minimal.26
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And in Wealth and Power in Antebellum Texas (1977), Randolph B. Campbell and Richard G.
Lowe gather quantitative evidence to investigate the “egalitarian ideal” in Texas. The authors
find that Haynes was quite correct in arguing that a handful of elitist Anglo-Democratic planters
and politicians controlled most of Texas’s riches in the antebellum.27
Vital to the study of Texas secession, Ernest W. Winkler, Platforms of Political Parties
in Texas (1916), is a valued deposit of state historical source material and statistical figures.
Winkler mentions Haynes’s candidacy, running on the “straight-Republican-ticket” in 1884.
Building on this scholarship, Secession and the Union in Texas (1984), and “Texas and the
Riddle of Secession” (1987), both by Walter L. Buenger, argues that Texas was distinct during
the crisis because a lack of reason created an environment of “ambivalence.” Although Buenger
does not mention Haynes, his work sets a tone for the vacillate Texas state of mind which
drowned out Haynes’s Unionist voice in secession.28
Carl N. Degler’s classic work, The Other South (1974), tackled a disregarded issue in
U.S. political and social history. Degler argues that many southern customs and tenets were
shaped during the nineteenth-century, and therefore, to understand the South as it was then and
as it developed, one must be able to grasp the diversity of southern dissent. Richard N. Current’s,
Lincoln’s Loyalists (1972), filled a gap in a militaristic context, by highlighting how over
100,000 southern soldiers, who like Haynes, contributed to the Union’s preservation, and shows
how their defection menaced Confederate sanguinity of the Mason-Dixon Line. These two
important books provide a framework for understanding the South as an array of people, not only
as a monolith. Haynes is not mentioned in either work, as space only permitted for the two bestknown Civil War Texas Unionists.29
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Victoria E. Bynum, The Long Shadow of the Civil War, (2010), illustrates how many
southerners openly opposed the Confederacy.30 Twenty-first-century works on individual
southern dissenters, for example, include the biographies of: Hamilton Gamble, James Louis
Petigru, Hinton Rowan Helper, Henry Washington Hillard, and George Thomas of Virginia. 31
In connection to this research, these academic monographs form a sound basis for understanding
nineteenth-century southern dissent in political, militaristic, and social contexts.
James A. Marten, Texas Divided, (1990), adds to the study of Texas dissent by describing
divided loyalties that ravaged the state from within. Integrated into this work, Marten blends
different aspects of Haynes’s career in a biographical style. Haynes’s animated defense of the
Union, his link to Cortina, raising a regiment, and role amid radical and moderate infighting
during Reconstruction are discussed.32
Ralph A. Wooster, Civil War Texas (1999), who mentions Haynes, explains Texas’s part
in the war, and how that role impacted the lives of common Texans. Kenneth W. Howell, editor
of The Seventh Star of the Confederacy (2009), puts together a collection by over a dozen
authors, which presents a fresh analysis of how Texans stomached the Civil War conflict. Topics
range from battles, stories of prisoners, and the involvement of women and civilians. And James
McPherson’s Ordeal by Fire (2007), fully reviews the main causes for the war. One article that
mentions Haynes as a Civil War refugee is, “A Wearing Existence: Texas Refugees in New
Orleans, 1862-1865” (1987), by James A. Marten.33
In the aspect of vigilantism in Confederate held Texas, Tainted Breeze (1994), Richard B.
McCaslin relates the anti-unionist sentiments that resulted in the murders of nearly fifty Union
backers in North Texas. Daniel E. Sutherland, Guerillas, Unionists, and Violence on the
Confederate Home Front (1999), gathers a collection of essays which present a comprehension
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of how small-scale violence impacted communities and lives of everyday families. And Randall
Adrian, M.A. thesis at the University of Texas at Brownsville, “The Uncivil War Waged against
Unionists in Texas 1860-1890” (2010), conveys the view that fear and anxiety caused
widespread violence against Union sympathizers. While none of these studies mention Haynes,
they further contribute to Civil War literature in the aspect of vigilance on Texas home soil.34
Literature pertinent to Civil War battles in Texas comprise: Edward T. Cotham Jr.,
Sabine Pass (2004) and Battle on the Bay (1998), which detail the outcomes of two fundamental
battles and how they impacted northern military success in Texas. In, Red River Campaign
(2014), Gary D. Joiner details this campaign’s significance to the state along with its aftershock
effects. In, The Yankee Invasion of Texas (2006), Stephen A. Townsend probes the consequences
of the Rio Grande Union campaign on the native population. This book briefly mentions Haynes
and interprets his unit to have lacked order. Military studies of the few minor battles (in the
overall scope of the war) that occurred in Texas assist in explaining the struggles and tactical
blunders both sides experienced. Phillip T. Tucker, The Final Fury (2001), supplies a narrative
of an obscure battle fought weeks after the C.S.A.’s surrender at Appomattox Court House.35
Post-Civil War literature includes “Lost Cause” histories, such as, William A. Dunning,
Reconstruction, Political and Economic, 1865-1877 (1907). Dunning views Reconstruction as a
shift of national powers and a slow recovery that made the nation more united than before the
war. Dunning, however, glorified white men who fought for the Confederate cause, while
vilifying southern black and white Republicans loyal to the federal government. While Haynes is
not mentioned in this work, Dunning School product, Charles W. Ramsdell, Reconstruction in
Texas (1910), does mention Haynes. Ramsdell’s work and William C. Nunn, Texas under the
Carpetbaggers (1962), both of which pave the way for works on Texas Reconstruction, though,
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maintain a Dunningesque overview of the events. W. E.B. Dubois, Black Reconstruction in
America 1860-1880 (1935), took an innovative look at the roles of blacks in Reconstruction, and
gives a Marxist view of economic and legal development, by placing blacks at the hub of
Reconstruction; revising Dunning School thought.36
A study with extensive references to Texas Reconstruction history is Edgar P. Sneed, “A
Historiography of Reconstruction Texas” (1969). In Reconstruction After the Civil War (1961),
John Hope Franklin, examines the experiences of African Americans. Allen W. Trelease,
Reconstruction (1971), highlights the political impacts diplomatic foreigners made on the state.
In Republicanism in Reconstruction Texas (1980), Carl H. Moneyhon interprets the Southern
Republican undertaking through the rise and fall of the Republican Party in Texas. In this
monograph, Moneyhon briefly treats Haynes’s partaking in the “organization of the Texas
Republican party, state Republican convention, views on major post-war issues, and attempts at a
fusion movement with the Democrats.”37 As a result, Moneyhon supplies a perception of
Haynes’s political career related to Reconstruction politics.
In a recent study of the era, Texas after the Civil War (2004), Moneyhon considers why
Reconstruction collapsed. Other modern studies of Texas Reconstruction include, Randolph B.
Campbell, Grassroots Reconstruction in Texas, 1865-1880 (1998), which mentions Haynes’s
U.S. Congressional race versus fellow Texas Unionist Edward Degener. And James Smallwood,
Barry Crouch, and Larry Peacock, Murder and Mayhem (2003), stress Haynes’s demurral of
Gov. Throckmorton’s leadership.38
James A. Baggett, The Scalawags (2003), uses a collective biographical method to
parallel and juxtapose over 1,300 Scalawags and redeemer Democrats. Baggett points out
Haynes’s economic calculation amid secession and his alliance with Sam Houston. Baggett’s
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study finds salient consistencies among Scalawags and is the definitive work on that topic.
Baggett also mentions Haynes in his “Origins of Upper South Scalawag Leadership” (1983).
Articles relevant to this theme include, Baggett’s “Birth of the Texas Republican Party” (1974),
Allen W. Trelease’s, “Who Were the Scalawags?” (1963), and Peter Kolchin, “Scalawags,
Carpetbaggers, and Reconstruction” (1979).39 Literature on Texas Scalawags is minimal, though.
The literature reviewed thus far has discussed Haynes in histories that offer Anglicized
historical perspectives. However, Haynes’s land agency, social, militant, and political activism
reveals a major problem in the historical literature. And challenges Texas’s historical memory.
What follows is a review of works that emphasize Tejano perspectives.
Twentieth-century historians, for the most part, have not been impartial to Tejano history.
State academic textbooks focus less on Latino contributions and more on emphasizing Anglo
Texan triumphs. At the center of this vortex lies misunderstanding and misrepresentation,
resulting in denigrated narratives—which in the twenty-first-century, attempts continue to
stigmatize Latinos into a second-class status in the historical literature.40 A study of the life of a
man like John L. Haynes ruptures such literary myths, because it places the concept of class
distinction at the center of South Texas land-grant adjudication.
Foreigners in their Native Land (1973), David J. Weber addresses the scholastic neglect
of the Mexican American experience. His compilation of historical documentary outlines the
shadow of a once “invisible minority.” Weber’s, The Mexican Frontier, 1821-1846 (1982),
reinterprets Mexico’s slow loss of civic and fiscal links due to domestic strife and U.S.
commercial intrusion. Andrés Tijerina’s Tejanos and Texas under the Mexican Flag, 1821-1836
(1994), also provides a Mexican perspective by explaining the development of social institutions
that reciprocated an Anglo-Mexican cultural transfusion. Tijerina’s, Tejano Empire (2008), and
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Armando C. Alonzo, Tejano Legacy (1998), who mentions Haynes, both demonstrate ranching
to have been a way of life rather than economic enterprise. The history of a Tejano pioneer
family is, De Leon (2004), by Anna Carolina Castillo Crimm. Her book, in a larger context,
serves as “the story of the Tejano settlers in Texas.”41
Studies on social identity that blend economic, political, and cultural history are best
found in, Texas (2004), by Jesús F. de la Teja, Ron Tyler, and Nancy Beck Young, Andrés
Reséndez, Changing National Identities at the Frontier (2005), and Omar S. Valerio-Jiménez’s
River of Hope (2013). In the thematically arranged Texas, the trio of authors concentrate on the
merging, parting, and advent of several ethnic factions in the final theme titled “Texas” as a
“cultural centrifuge.” Changing National Identities at the Frontier, Reséndez delves the factors
of how Hispanics reacted to a frontier life of vast uncertainties and perpetual shifts brought on by
his argument that a country had not yet been formed in the region. And in River of Hope,
Valerio-Jiménez views Tejanos’ claim to U.S. rights as a major step to creating a new identity,
while showing how regionalism, transnational social customs, family bonds, and diverse
influences transformed the Rio Grande frontier. Haynes is footnoted in this work.42
Setting a significant historical slab for Tejano biographies, A Revolution Remembered
(1991), Jesús F. de la Teja writes the first complete profile of, Juan Seguin, the most protuberant
Tejano soldier of the Texan Army during the Texas Revolution of 1835-36. Adding to the
column of leading Tejano personalities, David R. McDonald, José Antonio Navarro (2010),
revises Navarro’s role in Texas history while viewing him as a protector of Tejano rights; a
generation before Haynes. Recollections of a Tejano Life (2014), eds., Timothy Matovina and
Jesús F. de la Teja, in collaboration with Justin Poché, gives a unique glimpse into the life of
highly-respected Tejano leader Antonio Menchaca. In the story of a female South Texas pioneer,
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Petra’s Legacy (2007), Jane C. Monday and Frances B. Vick, emphasize Haynes’s recruitment
of Vela’s son, Adrian J. Vidal, into the Union Army.43
Published in The Journal of South Texas, “Gunnysacks, Carreteros, and Teamsters”
(1988), Ellen Schneider and Paul H. Carlson, rescues the mostly disregarded event of Anglo
persecution against Latino carters. A study on Latino human rights, William D. Carrigan and
Clive Webb, Forgotten Dead (2015), chronicles a staggering account of a little-known history of
violence perpetrated among Hispanics.44 Michael Collins, Texas Devils (2008), mentions Haynes
in this corrective Rangers’ history.45 Works of this nature are few, but certainly warrant more
attention.
Zaragoza Vargas, Crucible of Struggle (2010), furnishes an eye-opening work that briefly
highlights Haynes’s connection to Tejanos. His fresh analysis of a mostly ignored topic,
undeniably elucidates the economic, political, and cultural connotations that the Latino
population has made on American society. In North to Aztlan (1986), Arnoldo De Leon and
Richard Griswold del Castillo, deliver a survey text of the contributions and influences Mexican
Americans have made on the American Southwest over the last half-millennium. In relation to
the present revisionist study, these works are pillars for comprehending Mexican-Texan history
in a national context.46
A seminal pioneer in the study of the Lower Rio Grande Valley, folklorist and scholar,
Américo Paredes, lights the torch for the study of Mexican-Texan history in cultural and political
terms. By applying a literary analysis to border ballads, most notably in With his Pistol in his
Hand (1970), Paredes interprets the life of Gregorio Cortez to have been motivated by courage
and resistance against an oppressive Anglo society. The riveting life of another revolutionary is
craftily exhibited in Elliot Young’s, Catarino Garza’s Revolution on the Texas-Mexico Border
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(2004). Young uncovers the Garzistas revolt to have been “motivated by their desire to maintain
their freedom and autonomy as border people,” and discusses the development of the U.S.Mexico Border. Jerry Thompson, Cortina: Defending the Mexican Name in Texas (2007),
provides the definitive biography of a provocative and powerful Tejano. Meticulously
researched, this history gives great insight into Anglo-Latino and Texas border relations on the
Rio Grande amid the nineteenth-century; and conveys Haynes’s understanding of Cortina’s
rebellion.47
Carrying the torch Paredes lit, Arnoldo De León’s, The Tejano Community, 1836-1900
(1982), ruptures the myth that Tejanos were ahistorical and shows how many preserved cultural
values while others became Americanized and some blended, while adapting with Anglo-Texan
political and economic power. Focusing on Anglo-Texan anti-Tejano attitudes, They Called
Them Greasers (1983), De Leon uses a psycho-historical approach to challenge the historic
xenophobic attitudes toward Latinos of the Rio Grande border. De Leon balances the previously
mentioned work with his article, “Our Gringo Amigos” (1993). Mentioning Haynes, he parallels
the federal military’s ill-treatment of Haynes’s predominantly Civil War Latino cavalry to that of
Hispanic American servicemen of modern times. His Mexican-Americans in Texas (1994),
reviews the impact made by Tejanos dating back to the Spanish colonial era. And in Tejanos and
the Numbers Game (1989), Kenneth L. Stewart and De Leon, achieve the task of analyzing data
from five Federal Censuses, to determine that intermarriages resulting in mixed Spanish-Anglo
surnames declined significantly over a fifty-year span (1850-1900).48
In his award-winning book, Anglos and Mexicans in the Making of Texas, 1836-1986
(1987), David Montejano breaks the ground for comprehending the roles lawyers and merchants
played in the development of South Texas. His study also raises important sociological questions

26

tied to state building, financial progress, and ethnic relations that have molded Texas. Although
Montejano does not directly mention Haynes, he applies Haynes’s testimony from Difficulties on
the Southwestern Frontier, as a primary source.49
Regarding scholarly works on Mexican-Texans that emphasize a militaristic perspective,
Jerry D. Thompson contributes the most valuable scholarship. Vaqueros in Blue and Gray
(1976), which mentions Haynes, is the pioneering study for comprehending Mexican-Texan
participation in the Civil War. Moreover, Thompson’s Mexican Texans in the Union Army
(1986) is the first analysis of Haynes’s Second Texas Union Cavalry and contains a list of Latino
regimental soldiers. In Tejanos in Gray (2011), Thompson compiles the treasured letters of
Confederate officers José Rafael de la Garza and Manuel Yturri, which provide a glance into the
daily lives of two Tejano soldiers in the Trans-Mississippi. His latest work, Tejano Tiger (2017),
explores the life of the Confederacy’s highest-ranking Tejano, Santos Benavides. Haynes’s
efforts to persuade Benavides into the Union Army at the rank of brigadier-general is noted.50
A nineteenth century pecuniary history is LeRoy P. Graff’s dissertation, “The Economic
History of the Lower Rio Grande Valley” (Harvard 1942). In, Pesos and Dollars (2014), Alicia
M. Dewey succinctly illuminates Haynes’s understanding of the Latino rancheros dire situation,
brought about by the wealth of their lands. Border Contraband (2015), by George T. Diaz, is an
innovative account of how sterner restraints have morphed smuggling from a dull-prominence
practice to a lucrative and professional illicit operation. In Seeds of Empire (2015), Andrew J.
Torget assesses how a world-scale reformation of cotton refabricated the Latin-American
frontier. And Mary Amberson, James A. McAllen, and Margaret H. McAllen, I Would Rather
Sleep in Texas (2003), covers a wide range of topics important to the history of the lower Rio
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Grande Valley, spanning nearly two hundred years (1748-1940), and includes information of
business dealings between John McAllen and Haynes.51
Histories of South Texas border cities and counties are numerous. W.H. Chatfield, in his
The Twin Cities of the Border and the Country of the Lower Rio Grande (1893), mentions
Haynes’s oration of Brownsville’s young history delivered in 1876, during a celebration of the
centennial anniversary of America’s founding. One important study is Jovita Gonzalez’s
master’s thesis, “Social life in Cameron, Starr, and Zapata Counties” (1930), which was one of
the first “that did not view Mexicans as a social problem.”52 Milo Kearney and Anthony Knopp,
deliver a few studies of Brownsville.53 There are several examples of South Texas border
histories.54 Two books of photographic histories are, Ruby A. Woolridge, Brownsville (1982),
and Jerry D. Thompson, Laredo (1986). A few pictures of Col. Haynes and his family are found
in the latter.55
A pioneering study in the matter of land-grant confirmation, was written in the mid1930s, by University of Texas student in Latin American History, Florence Johnson Scott, titled
“Spanish Royal Land Grants in the Lower Rio Grande Valley” (1935).56 Perhaps the most
thorough article concerning land-grant confirmation on the Lower Rio Grande is, Galen D.
Greaser and Jesús F. de la Teja, “Quieting Title to Spanish and Mexican Land Grants in the
Trans-Nueces.” In the article, the authors mention Haynes’s innuendo for the causes of the 1850
Separatist Movement and provide a glimpse into Haynes as a land agent.57
Despite such an extensive inclusion of John L. Haynes in the historical scholarship, his
memory and overall significance as an early Texas leader has served little more than a footnote
to Texas history. Celebrated Texas historian Randolph B. Campbell acknowledges the persona of
Haynes in his Gone to Texas (2004), but with no major analysis.58 Seb S. Wilcox, who shielded
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the Spanish Archives of Laredo from demolition, and refers to Haynes as “a strong Union man”
in his “The Laredo City Election Riot of April, 1886” (1941), observed in a letter to a fellow
colleague in 1945,

Sometime ago I saw among the papers of the late Colonel John L. Haynes,
a Union officer stationed on the Rio Grande, a letter from General Banks,
written from the mouth of the Rio Grande, authorizing colonel Haynes to
enlist Mexicans in the Union army, first approaching them on the Mexican
side but to be sure and bring them over on this side before swearing them in.
I do not remember reading any of this nature in my history studies, but it
perhaps appears in some. If you have never come across it and think such
letter would be of interest to history students, I shall make an effort to secure
a photostatic copy of the letter for you. 59

So why has Colonel Haynes been just a footnote to Texas history? One reason may have been his
misunderstood reputation due to his principled consideration for Texans of Mexican and Latino
origin. Second, he has been overshadowed, respectively, by the auras of Hamilton and Davis,
both of whom were brigadier generals in the Civil War. Lastly, his political contributions and
aspirations remained on the state level. Having lost his run for the Forty-First Congress in 1869
he was eliminated from the national political picture. In 1888, about to make one more run for
Congress, he could not outpace death. What makes Haynes’s life chronicle a contribution to the
historical scholarship, is that, it respects and includes, not “incorporates,” the border people and
the lands of the South Texas frontier into the “structure of peace” theory. A revisionist
interpretation of Haynes also unearths the other side of the “Texas Antebellum Era,” 1846-1861;
the “Tejano Antebellum Era.”
What follows is an analytical examination of his life up to Secession.
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CHAPTER III
BRED IN THE AGE OF JACKSON

“The position of the Americans is therefore quite exceptional,
and it may be believed that no democratic people will ever be replaced in a similar one.”

Alexis de Tocqueville,
Democracy in America

The American Republic was founded on a revolutionary era creed “based on liberty,
egalitarianism, individualism, republicanism, democracy, and laissez-faire economics.”1
Allegorically, this ideology is proselytized in Puritan pioneer John Winthrop’s idea of “A City
upon a Hill,” and through the Statue of Liberty.2 A government of ecclesiastical freedom and
separation of powers, “By the People, For the People” or constitutional republicanism, owes its
genesis to James Madison authoring the Bill of Rights—codified by the Magna Carta of 1215.
Breaking with fundamental European mores, American president Thomas Jefferson imagined the
new-nation as a paradigm of “democracy and republicanism” and a beacon for humanity; a grand
“Empire of Liberty.”3
Born in Liberty, Bedford County, Virginia, during the administration of James Monroe,
John L. Haynes was raised in a world where “democracy” in America embraced slavery and the
displacement of Native tribes. His primary years were deep-seated in a post-War of 1812 mood
of nationalism in the so-called “Era of Good Feelings.” His coming of age belongs to the
Jacksonian Era. In this era, the French observer Alexis de Tocqueville explored America as a
covert agent. His examination of the society’s free institutions and economic character describes
a change in social condition.4 In relation to the development of Haynes’s persona and maturity of
thought, one may quote Rousseau: “Man is born free; and everywhere he is in chains.” Haynes
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wrote after his abolitionist conversion and advocation of the Thirteenth Amendment of the
United States Constitution: “Slavery permitted no free thought, it in fact made every man, white
or black, a slave. But it has perished justly and righteously, and with its death has come liberty of
thought of pen and tongue.”5
The purpose of this chapter is to grasp the development of Haynes’s political and moral
ideology as a young man. After an overview of his political and military career that spanned
from the 1840s to the 1880s, the chapter will succinctly probe into his ancestral heritage.
Haynes’s Old Dominion-roots-Tennessee travels, teenage years and occupation as a Mississippi
editor, is examined.

Figure 2. $50 Treasury Note with a picture of Col. Malcolm Decatur Haynes, State Treasurer 1860-1865,
Issued on December 7, 1861.6

John L. Haynes in Retrospect
During Haynes’s life, the South Texas border was revolutionized by a cultural exchange
begun by foreign economic intrusion.7 In 1821, the year of his birth, two events occurred that
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helped shape the course of events in Haynes’s life. The Spanish Crown was deposed from
Mexico. Simultaneously, empresarios’ Moses Austin and son Stephen Fuller, established an
Anglo colony in Texas; the settlers after referred to as the “Old 300.” Broadly speaking, these
events came to have major implications on the region, leading to a U.S.-Mexico territorial
dispute and the outbreak of war in 1846. In retrospect, that was the lure that brought Haynes to
leave his stamp on the vast and verdant borderlands of the Rio Grande.
Born into a slaveholding family on a small western Virginia farm, John L. Haynes ended
up climbing the Texas political ladder to obtain a commission as a colonel in the Union Army.
By Civil War’s end, he commanded the consolidated First and Second Texas Cavalry regiments.
Historical accounts suggest that a decade and a half earlier during the U.S.-Mexico War, he
served in Mexico as a lieutenant commanded by Jefferson Davis, from a unit attached to Gen.
Zachary Taylor’s “Army of Occupation.” In the years preceding the war, he edited a leading
Whig newspaper in Lexington, Holmes County, Mississippi, entitled the Lexington Advertiser.
At war’s end, he settled along the earthen chaparral of the Rio Grande Valley in Rio Grande
City, Starr County, Texas, and in the first half of the 1850s he was a successful county clerk and
merchant.
During the “Merchant’s War,” in the Lower Rio Grande Valley in 1851, Haynes served
as a staff-member holding the rank of colonel in José María de Jesús Carvajal’s revolutionary
“Army of Liberation” that attempted to establish the break-away republic of the Sierra Madre.
Then in 1851, he married Angelica I. Evans Wells, who came from a New York Quaker family.
She was a paternal grand-niece of the first American-born president, Martin Van Buren. By the
time of the Civil War, John and Angelica Haynes had four sons, James John, Henry Malcolm,
Leonard, Robert Anderson, and in 1867 a daughter, Mary “Van Buren” Haynes.
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Amid the complex process of land title confirmation on the Trans-Nueces, Haynes was a
land agent for most Tejano titleholders.8 This study is the first to reveal that he served as Board
Secretary for the Taylor-Lane Commission. During the Seventh Texas Legislature, he submitted
to the House of Representatives the evidence he recorded.9 This act solidifies his importance to
South Texas land history.
From 1857 to 1861, Haynes served in the Seventh and Eighth Texas Legislatures, as a
representative from the predominantly Tejano county of Starr. He took an unpopular stance
throughout the Cortina War in 1859-1860, when he argued in the house chambers and in several
newspapers, that “by a settled belief on the part of the citizens of Mexican origin,” undue land
schemes were being perpetrated upon them and this was the root cause for the violence.10 A
staunch Unionist editor during the secession crisis, Haynes wrote several editorials in the
New York Times, and delivered a broadside to his fellow Texans that explained the ramifications
of a civil war which the South’s means and manpower could not endure. He politically attacked
“fire-eating” Secessionists and reasoned against slavery from a stance of economic wisdom.
Because of Haynes’s stalwart beliefs and objective political activism, he was mocked and
branded a villain by white supremacists, especially the elitist planter ruling class.
At the beginning of the Civil War, Abraham Lincoln was said to have offered Sam
Houston, 50,000 troops and encouraged him to raise a Union force in Texas.11 The old wounds
of the War of 1812 and the Battle of San Jacinto probably rendered the “Raven” too old or
fatigued to fight. This coupled with the fact that he found himself greatly outnumbered and not
wanting to shed a lot of blood, he twice declined Lincoln’s offer. The Houston-supporter, fellow
Mason, and General in the Texas military, Haynes, along with former district judge Edmund J.
Davis, were two ambitious Texas leaders who answered Lincoln’s call to arms. These two
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aspiring Bluecoats, however, had to recruit the soldiers themselves. Davis and Haynes raised the
First Texas Cavalry in New Orleans in fall of 1862, the former a commissioned colonel and the
latter a lieutenant colonel. Then, Haynes’s brainchild was to create a second regiment from the
flatlands of South Texas and from across the river in Tamaulipas. In late 1863, Haynes’s Second
Texas Cavalry was organized under his command as colonel. At age forty-two, Haynes led the
600-man mostly Latino guerilla regiment called the “Mustangs” across the South Texas plains
and through the Louisiana bayous. Most of the regiment were of Mexican origin, however.12
Distinct in Texas Civil War history, all the officers of Haynes’s Union battalion were Latino. 13
In the Reconstruction era that followed he was a pioneer who was instrumental in the
founding of the Texas Republican Party, and in 1867, he was elected first-executive-committee
chairman of the party. Two years later, Haynes campaigned for Andrew J. Hamilton for
governor. The same year he ran an unsuccessful bid for Congress against another Texas
Unionist, Edward Degener. He also received a coveted four-year position as accessor of internal
revenue at Austin following the Civil War and served as president of the Texas Loyal League.
Through the 1870s he held a lucrative position as Collector of Customs at Galveston and then
Brownsville. After a decade of retirement from politics, he endured another botched political bid
for lieutenant governor of Texas in 1884, after which he retired from public service and settled in
Laredo. By the South Texas Republican’s influence, his son James J. Haynes served as the
founding president of the “Guaraches” political faction.14 Four years later Haynes died and was
buried in the Protestant Cemetery in Laredo.

Native Son of the Old Dominion
Haynes’s story begins in Liberty, Bedford County, Virginia on July 3, 1821, when he was
born the eighth child to John Hampton Haynes and Elizabeth Scott. His father was born in
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Bedford County, presumably in 1776 at the start of the Revolutionary War. While John Haynes
does not appear on any census, he is recorded on county tax-rolls from 1797-1823.15 His wife
Elizabeth was born in 1786, the eldest of five children. She was the daughter of William Scott
and Elizabeth Abbot Wade Scott, of Chesterfield County, Virginia. Her father served as an
American lieutenant during the War for Independence.16
In Liberty, John and Elizabeth were married by Richard Pope on July 13, 1804.17 The
couple ultimately had nine children from the years 1805 to 1824, all born in Virginia. John L.
grew up with four sisters and four brothers; Elizabeth, William Scott, Henry, Mary Turner,
Malcolm Decatur, Harriet Amanda, Susan Marion, and the youngest being James Marion, born
February 10, 1824. The family was Protestant. It is believed that John and Elizabeth Haynes
departed Virginia prior to 1826. Elizabeth Haynes appears on the 1830 census of Bedford
County, Tennessee, and by the mid-1830s some of the family had moved to Mississippi.
John Haynes was the son of Henry Haynes. Henry was born and raised in Bedford
County in 1745. He married twice and sired eighteen children. John was a son of Henry’s first
wife, Bersheba Hampton. A farmer, Henry echoed the spirit of the times as a loyal patriot.
Although he did not fight in the Revolutionary War, he supported the cause and even provided
hundreds of pounds of beef for Washington’s soldiers.18 At the time of his death in 1816, at the
age of seventy-one, Henry is documented as holding six slaves.19
The Haynes lineage, however, can be traced back to William Haynes. Born in 1710, he
settled in Bedford County, in 1754, amid its early development. Two years subsequent, a contest
of imperial expansion into the Ohio River Valley between the French and British resulted in
what became the French and Indian War. A colonial militia roster lists the name “Wm. Haynes”
as a private who fought in the war.20 The names “John” and “Geo.” (George) Haynes,
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presumably his brothers, are also listed. William died in1780 at the age of seventy, one year prior
to the Battle of Yorktown.
Following the Colonial Army’s capitulation of Cornwallis’s 8,000-man force, —aided by
twenty-nine French war ships—hives of swarming settlers thrust west, jostling to find their place
in new communities, in search of economic independence and individual liberties. Among the
nests that structured soon after was the town of Liberty, Bedford County, Virginia, situated
beyond the rocky foothills of the Blue Ridge Mountains. To its northeast, the site bordered the
St. James River, and to its south lay Smith Mountain Lake. Founded in 1782, the village covered
an area just under seven square miles and was the seat of government in Bedford County,
commonly called “The Court House.” Early settlers were mostly of English and Scottish stock.
Welsh, Irish, French, and later Scotch-Irish and Germans emigrated there through the
Shenandoah Valley.
Among the inhabitants, the Haynes championed the colonial cry for freedom and liberty,
however, it is estimated that by the time of the town’s establishment, hundreds of plantations
were set up. By 1790, Bedford County had a population of about 10,531, with most citizens
dwelling at Liberty.21 One version of the town’s name was inspired by the silver-tongued rebel
Patrick Henry’s memorable words, “Give me liberty, or give me death!” And its name served to
remind the American public of one of the main reasons why the Revolution was fought. Yet, as
the American forefathers penned a malleable document in 1787-1788, the issue of slavery was
bequeathed for future generations to surmount.
Alexander Hamilton, the quick-witted orphan from the West Indies and eminent founder
of the Federalist Party, elucidated at the Philadelphia Constitutional Convention, that “Inequality
will exist as long as liberty exists. It unavoidably results from that very liberty itself.”22 Thus,
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while the U.S. Constitution was created upon the pursuit of “inalienable rights,” the 1776
declaration that “all men are created equal,” could not entwine itself into the breathing fabric of a
society freeing itself from tyranny, and perhaps, served the cause as its most effective piece of
propaganda. At the onset of America’s history, the Haynes bloodline reflected that temperament.
With his roots planted in Old Dominion soil, John Haynes established “Haynes Mill,”
venturing into the mercantile business in Liberty. He also commenced a partnership called
“Haynes & Scott,” with his brother-in-law, Linnaeus Scott, Elizabeth’s younger and only
brother. Amid this so-called “Era of Good Feelings,” John experienced an ebb and flow of
success and failure. When toddler John L. was two years old, his father’s business was
apparently sinking. John and Elizabeth incurred debts and began to sell off their lands. On
September 20, 1823, the couple sold “Haynes Mill” and over 300 acres of land to Charles
Whitely for $5,000. By the eve of the coming year, Abel Nichols bought their property on Main
Street for $2,500. To complicate matters, the firm of “Haynes & Scott” was also failing. Due to
increasing debts, John pledged a slave to Linnaeus in the summer of 1824. Eight days later
August 4, “Haynes & Scott” ceased to exist; their inventory was relinquished to take care of
unresolved arrears. Bedford County records show that John Haynes held an outstanding debt of
$475 to another brother-in-law, Peter Street, dated May 18, 1825.23 For Haynes and his family,
the approaching bi-centennial anniversary of American independence seemed more like an era of
ruinous vibrations than an “Era of Good Feelings.” By 1826, the family of eleven exited their
native Virginia.

Tennessee Travelers
Leaving the land of thickly set heavy oak timbers, the Haynes immigrated west across the
Piedmont plains and thru the Cumberland Gap into the Tennessee backwoods, home to the “Hero
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of New Orleans.” While scant evidence exists of their stay in the state it is believed they nestled
in Bedford County, Tennessee. Within four years of their arrival, John Haynes disappeared from
the story, and is thought to have died there sometime before 1830. John and Elizabeth Haynes’s
second-born, and eldest son, William Haynes, seems to have been involved in a lawsuit in that
county in 1840, at age thirty-three. The name “W. Scott Haynes” is listed on the Bedford County
census of that same year.24 In an old family letter written by John L. Haynes to his third son
Henry Malcolm, and dated July 1879, he states that he was perturbed “as a boy” via “chill fever,”
and “I . . . did not get better until my mother came down to Mississippi from Tennessee and
regulated my eating.”25
Travelling back in time to the Age of Jackson, one may imagine what a young John L’s
eyes saw to be a normal and routine way of life during his formative years. Throughout the
1820’s, curious John L. watched as clones of Robert Fulton’s steam-powered Claremont
crammed the wharfs and waterways, heard adventure stories of frontiersmen like Daniel Boone,
and acquired a taste for study. Theological camp meetings replaced traditional church services
where he was sure to attend. Tunes by the Hymnal Publishing company were typical of the sort
of music heard by the ears of a southern boy.26 The smell of cornfields was too familiar, since
corn was the state’s “cash-crop.” Transportation-wise, while Tennessee got a late start in the
advance of a railroad structure, some 1,200 miles of track were set from the late 1820s to 1860.27
Trekking as part of the vanguard of westward migration, the Haynes family identified
with the workers and farmers who echoed the spirit of the common-white-man. Though, it is not
certain if the Haynes family supported Jackson or Clay in the presidential election of 1828.
Regardless, a tsunami of new voters elected South Carolina-born Andrew Jackson president in
two landslide elections, four years after his strife over a “Corrupt Bargain,” and again in 1832.
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With the passing on of America’s second and third presidents two years prior Jackson’s election,
the U.S. Revolutionary generation ended, and the final vestiges of the Federalist and DemocraticRepublican blocs withered into nonexistence. Consequently, a new American age emerged called
the Jackson Era, or the Second Party System.28 Tennessee’s closing of the frontier ushered in a
wave of cultural and intellectual life, while it became a launching ground for trailblazers headed
west to states that included Mississippi and Texas. Elizabeth Haynes, a widower in her midforties, watched as some of her children married, or searched for new land, trade engagements,
and adventure throughout the early 1830s. Among the pioneer settlers riding the rough woodland
roads, farm boy John L. found himself departing Tennessee.
Turning to the issue of slavery, the 1796 state Constitution made it simple to manumit, or
free, slaves. Manumission, however, was rarely implemented.29 America’s first tabloid devoted
to the eradication of bondage, titled The Emancipator, was originally published in Tennessee in
1819 by abolitionist Quaker Elihu Embree.30 By 1830, the state slave population was 142,530.31
Young John L’s eldest sister, Elizabeth, married a slaveholder and is believed to have remained
in Tennessee. His eldest brother, William, who appears in the Bedford County census of 1840, is
thought to have left Tennessee for North Carolina during the 1840s. The majority of Haynes’s
other brothers and sisters (four males and four females) either held at least one slave or married
into slaveholding families. Descended from a family of slaveholders, by 1831, ten-year old John
must have been aware of Nat Turner’s Rebellion, as the blue-eyed youth traversed farther away
from his Old Dominion roots.
In the trans-Appalachian west, a blue wind carried cries of the “Five Civilized Tribes”—
Choctaw, Chickasaw, Muscogee-Creek, Cherokee, and Seminole. Some were slaveholders
themselves and had a constitution, language, tabloids, and acculturated to “white civilization.”32
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Still, Jackson’s Indian Removal Act (1830), forced Natives west of the Mississippi River into
“Indian Territory” in present-day Oklahoma, in exchange for their lands of origin. Many tribes
resisted, as in the Seminole Wars. Jackson also met judicial disagreement in Worcester v.
Georgia (1832), which ruled to protect Cherokee autonomy.33 Jackson’s decision to ignore this
Supreme Court’s ruling, impacted Tennessee more than his fight with the Second Bank of the
U.S. or his perceived victory in the Nullification Crisis of 1832. As another ill chapter in U.S.Native American relations began, Tennessee traveler John L. witnessed the raw exploitation.

Figure 3. Portrait of the “Trail of Tears,”
by Robert Lindneux, 1942.34

Mississippi Cotton-Whig
A new chapter began in the life of young John L. when he and three siblings moved to
Mississippi, sometime in the 1830s. When he was twelve years old, his elder sister of five years,
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Harriet Amanda, wed Young G. Houston there in 1833. The Haynes may have first settled at
Jackson, but not long after were in Lexington, Holmes County. Located in the west-central part
of the state, Holmes County was created in 1833 out of the Treaty of Doak’s Stand in 1820.35
The name Haynes first emerges in the tax-rolls of Holmes County in 1836, with $4, 619 in
property.36 Meanwhile Tejanos and Anglos fought to avenge the Alamo and Goliad massacres,
John L. was a fifteen-year-old nomad probably in the “Magnolia State” by now. By 1839, his
older brother Malcolm Decatur Haynes had vast amounts of land dealings in the area. During
these years, Harriet gave birth to three sons (William, James Decatur, John Scott), and in 1840,
unfortunately a baby girl was still-born, who was named Mary.37
A white boy growing up in the heart of cotton production 1830s America, John’s
adolescent years were engrained in an American culture of white supremacy. So, the teenager’s
regional identity was evident as he was aware of the daily slave auctions at Natchez, for instance.
It is believed his mother Elizabeth arrived at Mississippi from Tennessee in the mid-1830s.
Although no evidence exists as to his educational background, it is certain the bright youth had a
readily available library at his disposal. Malcolm Decatur, a businessman in his mid-twenties,
possibly tutored or at minimal set an example for John to study (Malcolm ascended the political
system to become State Treasurer of Mississippi in 1860).38 Because John grew up in a house
where newspapers were read, and political ambitions simmered, he may have been more attuned
to the political discussions of the time than other teenagers. Aside from politics, some of the
disciplines he gravitated towards included economics, theology, history, philosophy and writing.
Despite any hardships encountered on the rocky roads from Virginia to Tennessee to Mississippi,
his notion of the American imagination, meant that opportunities provided platforms where goals
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could be achieved, with a lot of hard work, hustle, and a little luck. Notwithstanding, teenage
John L. did not seem to question the assumptions behind displacement or slavery.
While teenage John L. grew up nowhere near the fringe of the gentry class, the now
Mississippi Haynes were hoping to manifest themselves as eager and industrious entrepreneurs.
Malcolm was a land speculator at a time when cotton prices and inflation skyrocketed entering
the latter half of the decade, partly brought on by Jackson’s monetary policies. In opposition to
“Old Hickory’s” policies, the Whig Party formed out of a merger of the National Republican and
Anti-Masonic factions in 1834. When the bubble burst with the Panics of 1837 and 1839, Martin
Van Buren’s hopes for re-election were dashed. On the Southwestern frontier, packs of frenzied
migrants concentrated on the agricultural production of cotton. The crops demand soared
American production to 800 million pounds in 1839, of which England relied on 81% of its
cotton from the U.S. Its dependency helped the U.S. rise to a global power. Of America’s total
cotton production, 640 million pounds were cultivated in the Southwest, of which 200 million
pounds, or 25% of the nation’s cotton came from Mississippi.39
In the summer of 1839 John L. reached adulthood as did most of the grandchildren of the
Revolutionary era generation; desensitized to the ills of a mostly white supremacist society that
intermingled slavery with capitalism. As it was then, the uncertainty of the market caused angst
for many risk-takers. Managing to weather the financial storm in these “flush times,” however,
Malcolm was making a living off travail, opportunity, and probably the misfortunes of others.
Looking to expand his landholdings, he bought a tract of land for $300 at Lexington in October
1839.40
Tragedy struck in 1841 when Harriet fell ill and died. She was twenty-five years of age.
The brothers bereaved, Malcolm D., John L., and James M., continued in the city of Lexington,
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where they involved themselves on the business and political scenes. A hint into the political
ambitions of John L. can first be found when he was twenty-two years old. The young southerner
threw his hat into a race for clerk of the Probate Court of Holmes County in late 1843, when he
ran against four other candidates.41 It does not seem clear whether Haynes won the election.
What is apparent is that the Haynes brothers carried on their families’ dogmatic creed as
slaveholders. Records indicate that in 1843, Malcolm D. held four slaves under the age of sixty,
in the city of Lexington.42
As ousted-Whig, President John Tyler left office the ultra-expansionist minded James K.
Polk readied to take the reins. By 1845, John L. was prospering fiscally and vocationally. The
self-educated twenty-four-year-old had established himself as an editor for one of Holmes’
Counties foremost newspapers, the Lexington Advertiser. An analysis of the newspaper’s history
reveals a significant fact regarding the early development of Haynes’s political and moral
ideology that has been overlooked. Specifically, the crux of James Marten’s argument in “John
L. Haynes: A Southern Dissenter in Texas,” is that Haynes’s Texas career was guided by
Jacksonian Democratic principles.43 However, an assessment on the nature of his editorial
background for the broadsheet challenges that theory.
Established in 1835 under the title the Lexington Gazette, the paper was “Democratic in
politics, but during the last canvass of 1844 the whigs of the county bought the press, or its
influence, and changed its name to the Lexington Advertiser,” sourced from the writer who “set
the first type” for the weekly.44 The tabloid was owned and published by John N. Baskins in
1845, but “was under the editorial control of M.D. Johnson and John L. Haynes, although their
names did not appear as editors.”45 Does this indicate that John L. was a Whig? At minimal he
was clearly one of the many Southerners who supported the Great Compromiser Henry Clay in

49

1844. Clay was a native of the Old Dominion, a War Hawk, and he ran on a plan that mirrored
his knack to negotiate settlement between pro-slavery states and other part of the nation over its
expansion policy, for example, the Missouri Compromise of 1820. John L. may have also
inclined to a moderate Whig ideology that promoted both the agrarian and professional classes,
because of his family’s background and his vocation.
Furthermore, while Holmes County was surrounded by cotton-fields, Lexington, the
county seat, was a hodgepodge of business and banking. Clay’s “American System” dealt with
the vital issue of the national government’s appropriate role in fostering financial growth. The
“System” consisted of three main parts: loftier tariffs to advance U.S. commerce, a federal bank
to encourage industry, and national subsidies for “internal improvements” to grow lucrative
markets for agriculture.46 Topical scholarship points out that Whig ideology was multifarious
and diverse, buttressing the notion that it was a party of ex-federalists. A main trait shared by
Whigs is that they were modernizers, however.47 Many young Whigs like John L. were drawn to
Clay’s platform that aimed for America’s economic development to balance and synchronize the
nation’s farming, trade, and manufacturing sectors.
By 1845, John L. had built a business, “J.L. Haynes & Co.,” worth $6,000.48 Though the
type of business is not certain, indicators such as one of his father’s occupations at Liberty,
Virginia, and his own future Texas commercial enterprise on the Rio Grande, suggest he was in
the mercantile industry. Tax-rolls from that year also reveal that “Haynes, Wright, & Sanders”
joined forces in an economic enterprise. The business reported ownership of ten stallions.49
Possible ventures include horse breeding or horseracing. Horseracing was a popular form of
entertainment in Holmes County. In any event, on Wednesday September 10,1845, the Yazoo
city pro-Jacksonian paper The Yazoo Democrat reported of a feud between some of their writers
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versus pro-Whig editors of The Lexington Advertiser “J.L. Haynes and M.D. Johnson.” But soon
dismissed the quarrel as “not important” to its readers.50
Haynes’s editorial association with M.D. Johnson, who owned two slaves in 1845, gives
a hint into Haynes’s political and moral ideology. In that, neither man opposed slavery, rather,
both favored the nation’s economic development to resemble a Hamiltonian financial system.51
Surviving archives from Holmes County reveal that taxes were paid on nine slaves owned by
John L. in 1847.52 According to various accounts John L. was in Mexico no later than 1846.53
Even though he was not a “conscious-Whig” after the Mexican War, he for one reason or
another, decided to pursue an economic venture on the Southern border that did not include
owning slaves. Based upon this analysis, this thesis notes that Haynes’s pre-Texas political and
moral ideology was not engrained in Jacksonian Democratic ideals. Instead, all evidence
indicates that he was a pro-Clay Mississippi antebellum Cotton-Whig.

Merchant Border Gamble
As the curtain closes on the pre-Texas chapter of John L. Haynes’s life, this thesis is the
first study to document that he was a Whig editor and slaveholder in the mid-1840s Old South.
Haynes and his brothers Malcolm D., and James M., ardently trekked to Texas, to test their
mettle on the banks of the Rio Grande. At the end of the United States-Mexico War, John L.
gave up being a slaveholder. Up to this point in his life, the move was more for economic
reasons than an abhorrence with the institution of slavery. It is possible to argue that Haynes’s
moderate Whig ideology and merchant border gamble were the first steps in the gradual process
of changing his views toward slavery. Because the move pushed him away from his life as a
slaveholder and to the South Texas border where slavery was considered strange and detestable.

51

In 1845, the gently guarded abounding lands of northern Mexico were up for the taking, or so
many Americans thought.

Figure 4. $100 Treasury Note with a picture of Col. Malcolm D. Haynes, (State Treasurer, MS,1860-1865),
Issued on September 10, 1862. Col. Haynes’s signature is clearly legible at the bottom right of the gray-back.54
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CHAPTER IV
MANIFEST DESTINY AND FILIBUSTERS ON THE RIO GRANDE FRONTIER

“Now I am utterly opposed to all sorts of private filibustering,
although somewhat inclined to an increase of territory if obtained under the stars and stripes.”

John L. Haynes,
Rio Grande Commissioners Report

A Whig defeat at the polls in the election of 1844 ensured the American public’s pursuit
of westward and southern expansionism. The prize of conquest was California’s crucial ports and
the Texas harbor of Brazos Santiago near the mouth of the Rio Grande. The play for acquisition
of land and resources, of course, had less to do with diversifying the nation than it did in securing
America’s future as a mercantile empire.1 Among the fortune-hunters accompanying Brigadier
General Zachary Taylor’s “Army of Occupation,” was a bold and adventurous John L. Haynes.
After fighting throughout the U.S.-Mexico War attached with the “Mississippi Rifles,” he settled
on the lower valley of the Rio Grande and adopted Texas as his state.
“Manifest Destiny”—a 19th century religious idiosyncrasy born out of a white identity
superiority trauma used to justify the making of America into a Trans-Continental republic—
brought to South Texas an inevitable clash of cultures. By 1848, Haynes’s life of adventure and
danger on the frontier enthralled the young soldier. Gangs of robbers, “Indian” depredations, and
hot weather was the pattern. Wrapped up in the revived Federalist revolutionary spirit that dated
to the indefatigable Antonio Zapata, Haynes served on José María de Jesús Carvajal’s councilof-war during the “Merchant’s War.” And in the first-half of the turbulent 1850s, Haynes served
as Secretary of Board of Commissioners tasked to investigate land-grant titles.2
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This chapter serves five major purposes. The chapter will provide a narrative of Haynes’s
early history on the Texas-Mexico border. A review of his involvement in the Territorial
Movement of 1850 and exact role in the “Merchant’s War,” and their connections to his
emended stance on filibustering undertake the next two purposes. Then, Haynes is surveyed
working as a land agent. But first, the chapter aims to determine Haynes’s participation in the
“U.S. Invasion of Mexico.”

Figure 5. Painting of the Battle of Palo Alto on the Rio Grande Frontier, May 8, 1846.
Special Collections at the University of Texas at Arlington Libraries, by Carl Nebel. 3

Prelude to Invasion
In 1845, a spirit of “Manifest Destiny” engulfed the United States. A war-fever followed.
The core objective was to expand U.S. commerce to the Pacific Ocean. It was a plan of conquest.
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A vast portion of Britain’s Oregon country was to be procured. In addition, American authorities
aimed to resolve the unsettled border dispute between the Nueces River and the Rio Grande that
had been brought about by the annexation of Texas in 1845.
The election of 1844 revolved around the idea of westward expansion. Democratic
Tennessee Congressman, James K. Polk, or “Young Hickory,” ran on the campaign slogan
“Fifty-Four Forty of Fight!” —directed at Oregon’s lush lands. He narrowly defeated Whig
Kentuckian Senator Henry Clay. His success at the polls ensured the American public’s pursuit
of territorial growth. To establish the republic’s northern frontier and to avoid war, the U.S.
negotiated the Oregon Treaty with Britain—the boundary was set at the forty-ninth parallel,
however.4 After securing these ends, Polk turned south to northeastern Mexico.
The root pretext of the U.S. war against Mexico budded from the 1836 Treaty of Velasco,
which ended the Texas Revolution. Resulting from his surrender at San Jacinto, despotic dictator
and Mexican general Antonio López de Santa Anna, agreed to remove his troops and accepted
the border at the Rio Grande. This defined the frontier 150 miles south of its traditional position
at the Nueces River. The Mexican Congress, however, argued that the issue was not voted on.
On top of that, they said “El Aguila” agreed to the terms of the treaty as a prisoner under duress.5
By July 1845 Polk sent envoy John Slidell on a mission to Mexico. He was tasked with parleying
the boundary at the Rio Grande and authorized to offer $25 million U.S. dollars for the purchase
of California.6 When negotiations failed, Polk ordered Brigadier General Zachary Taylor and
eight companies of the U.S. Army to set-up camp at the small Texas village of Corpus Christi.
Outwaiting winter, on January 13, 1846, Taylor’s 3,500 soldier “Army of Observation”
advanced south to the edge of the disputed territory. On March 28, “Old Rough and Ready” as
Taylor was dubbed, and his forces reached the Rio Grande. Haynes noted later, and “the star-

58

spangled banner was hoisted” across the river from the Mexican city of Matamoros.7 Soon after,
the Americans built Fort Texas—later renamed Fort Brown. The earthwork resembled a “sixsided star” with each point extending some 140 yards. The walls were nine feet high and fifteen
feet wide.8 Several bomb-proofs were constructed. At this early stage in the showdown, Mexican
forces outnumbered the U.S. troops, and were commanded by Mexican General Mariano Arista.
Stirred in agitation, Arista sent Taylor a communication instructing him to retreat. Taylor
refused. Mexican general, Pedro de Ampudia cautioned, that if the Americans did not leave “the
soil of the department of Tamaulipas . . . then arms, and arms alone, must decide the question.”9
As Ampudia predicted, the face-off reached a boiling point. At Rancho Carricitos, twenty miles
upriver from Fort Texas on April 25, 1846, several companies of the Mexican army crossed the
river and routed two companies of American dragoons, “killing five, wounding eleven, and
capturing forty-seven.”10 The brief skirmish came to be called the Thornton Affair, after Capt.
Seth B. Thornton, commander of the dragoon companies. Polk had received his war justification.
He stated in an address to Congress on May 11, “Mexico has . . . invaded our territory and shed
American blood upon America’s soil.” Within two days, both Houses declared war on Mexico
by a combined vote of 214-16.11
In opposition to Polk, freshman Illinois Whig Congressman, Abraham Lincoln, proposed
his “Spot Resolution,” and challenged Polk to prove that the “spot of soil” where American
soldiers had been attacked, was indeed on American soil.12 The most famous transcendentalists
of the era, Henry D. Thoreau and Ralph W. Emerson, for example, joined Lincoln in arguing that
the U.S. did not have a legitimate right to annex Mexican lands. Former president John Quincy
Adams, a congressman at the time, described southern expansion as an attempt to find “bigger
pens to cram with slaves.”13
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The real prize in this plan of conquest, nonetheless, was California’s warm weather ports.
For they promised U.S. commerce unlimited wealth in trade with East Asia. Just as did the
harbor of the Brazos Santiago and the Rio Grande borderlands with Central and South America.
Whether seen as an inevitable crusade of “exceptionalism,” or as propaganda for conquest,
“Manifest Destiny” justified westward expansion for the white-man. Mexico prepared for a U.S.
invasion. The Haynes brothers and an undermanned blue-clad U.S. Army readied for battle.

Figure 6. Painting titled “American Progress,” by John Gast, 1872.
Library of Congress Prints & Photographs Division, public domain. 14

With the Mississippi Rifles, 1846-1848
With unbounded optimism and patriotic pride John L. Haynes volunteered for service in
the U.S. war against Mexico. He arrived at Texas from Mississippi, “accompanying a volunteer
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regiment from that state, this regiment being attached to General Taylor’s army of occupation, in
the campaigning leading up to the Mexican war,” per one account.15 His obituary states that he
served as a lieutenant of the “Mississippi Volunteers.”16 Family tradition holds that as a
lieutenant his unit was commanded by Jefferson Davis.17 Despite his name not being found on
muster rolls from Mississippi or any unit in the war, The Writings of Sam Houston, 1813-1863,
provide more evidence: “He joined the United States Army in Mississippi and fought throughout
the Mexican War,” Houston noted.18

Figure 7. Map of the Battles of Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma.
John L. Haynes Papers, 1846-1945, Dolph Briscoe Center for American History.19
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Tucked away in the John L. Haynes Papers, at the Dolph Briscoe Center for American
History at the University of Texas at Austin, is a map of the Battles of Palo Alto and Resaca De
La Palma. These were the opening battles of the war. Amid a blistering heat in early May 1846,
loud roars of grape and canister were heard on the river. From a position west of Point Isabel,
Taylor maneuvered his column of 2,228 men, plus a 200-wagon supply train towards the cannon
fire. Then on May 8, a scout spotted Arista’s 3,709-man force at Palo Alto—a few miles from
current-day Brownsville. The Mexican army had a dozen pieces of artillery. The American army
possessed two-thirds that number.
By 2:00 P.M., a back and forth fight ensued. 400 mounted troopers led by Mexican
general Antonio Canales Rosillo stampeded to encircle Taylor’s force. But the nimbly-operated
U.S. six pounder “flying artillery” outflanked a well-trained opponent. Heavy casualties resulted
in the Mexican Army. While the infantry battled, the dry grass of the Palo Alto prairie caught
blaze. In a cloudy and sulfur scented scene, combat continued until dusk. The Mexicans then
hastily retreated. Haynes’s comrades slept on the battlefield.20
Daybreak brought a new round of action. Mexico’s retreating Ejército del Norte situated
its forces in a dry streambed, or resaca, across the river from Matamoros. Just before 3:00 P.M. a
contingent of U.S. dragoons charged the curved-shaped riverbed. Forced out of the resaca, the
Ejército del Norte repositioned in the thick chaparral. A grim hand-to-hand struggle ensued. The
Americans claimed victory. Fleeing across the Rio Grande, the Defensores de la Patria lost “474
muskets and carbines, eight pieces of artillery, Arista’s correspondence and silver service, and
the colors of the Tampico Battalion.” The American forces suffered about 122 casualties.
Official reports reveal Mexican losses at a combined total of 515 killed, wounded, and missing.21
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Lieutenant Haynes later recounted the successes of the Federal Army in the war’s first
two engagements. From a formal report adopted by the Texas Legislature: on those battle fields
“‘No citizen or volunteers were there, except a small company of Texas Rangers under Capt.
Sam Walker, ‘the bravest of the brave’ . . . They maintained with their best blood the claim of
Texas to the boundary of the Rio Grande.’” Sgt. James M. Haynes’s participation in those battles
has not been verified. Regardless, Haynes quoted of the 500-man defense of Fort Texas, as the
battles of Palo Alto and Resaca raged on . . .

The investment of Fort Brown was actively carried on by the enemy, and for
seven days the noble defenders of the fort suffered every privation. From the
morning of the 3rd to the afternoon of the 9th of May, they were subjected to
an incessant bombardment, and from being harassed night and day, grew
haggard from the want of sleep. Major Brown, the commanding officer, was
struck in the leg by a shell on the 6th of May, amputation became necessary,
but from confinement in a bomb-proof, and debility arising from excessive
fatigue and watching, his system could not rally, and he died but a few hours
before the cry of victory reached him from the army fresh from the fields of
Palo Alto and Resaca. The remains of this gallant soldier still rest under the
foot of the Flag-staff of the fort which was named in his honor.22

The U.S.-Mexico War was the first time in a U.S. conflict in which war correspondents were
sanctioned into the camps and battlefields. News of the opening victories captured the American
public’s imagination—penny press reports reached Washington on May 23. Mexico’s tropical
weather and vegetation, wild terrain, alien language, and distinctions in culture etc . . . “gave the
war a romantic appeal.”23 From a psychological perspective, the initial wins provided an aura of
invincibility to the outnumbered U.S. army. Victory also allowed Taylor’s forces to march on
Mexico’s terrain. They occupied Matamoros on May 18, 1846, before moving upriver to
Camargo in July. The site opposite the river from Camargo, called Rancho Davis at the time,
served as an army supply depot and transfer point for soldiers. Highly elevated above sea level,
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the frontier landing was a sound spot for transport. With an established corridor and growing
public support, the U.S. Army, including the Haynes brothers, marched further into Mexico.

Figure 8. Drawing of La Angostura Pass (Battle of Buena Vista).
Library of Congress Prints & Photographs Division, public domain.24

Military adventurer lieutenant Haynes met a new kind of warfare at the Battle of
Monterrey. In this urban struggle, volunteers joined regulars and Texas Rangers commanded by
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General Taylor. Fighting erupted on September 21, 1846. On the eastern part of the city, the
“Mississippi Rifles,” including Haynes, led by Capt. Alexander K. McClung, seized the stonebuilt Fort de la Teneria. The next day, no sorties or offensives occurred. September 23 saw house
to house combat. Major Alexander B. Bradford, known as “the hero of Withlacoochee,” stated,
“We carried the street for several hundred yards under a continued shower of grape and canister
shot, accompanied with musketry, and took a position” in the rear of the city “and maintained it
firmly for several hours under a most galling fire the whole time, until” a superior commander
bade our withdrawal, “and then retired in good order.”25 Within twenty-four hours, a sixty-day
armistice was negotiated, and the Mexican army surrendered the city. In some instances,
civilians suffered brutal abuses at the hands of the invaders. In the eyes of many Mexicans,
undisciplined troops, especially Texas Rangers, were styled the “barbarians of the North.”26
Five months after the Battle of Monterrey, the Battle of Buena Vista was fought
southwest of Saltillo. It was there that lieutenant Haynes faced his most trying days as a combat
veteran at Puerto de la Angostura, Coahuila. Taylor chose the Mississippi Rifles to guard the
vital pass. Davis’s Mississippians included the volunteer companies of Haynes’s “Tombigbee
Guards” (Company K), and “Caroll’s Volunteers” (Company D). Across the desert and through
the mountains, Santa Anna’s force of over 15,000 men, which outnumbered the Americans three
to one, feinted to the U.S. right, but lunged at Taylor’s left. As night fell, the Americans held the
center and fighting came to a halt. The second day of battle was a watershed for Haynes.
Mexican lancers mounted on white horses led a downhill assault. Per family lore, Haynes’s “unit
was involved in a successful all-out Bowie knife charge against the Mexican troops.”27 It was
February 23, 1847, a day forever etched in the mind of lieutenant Haynes.
Two days later, the Mexican council-of-war decided to retreat. The U.S. victory secured
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the pass at la Angostura and allowed Gen. Winfield Scott’s forces to land at Vera Cruz. With
subsequent triumphs at Cerro Gordo and Chapultepec, the Americans entered Mexico City in the
fall of 1847. The war’s combat operations concluded. The cruel and wicked war claimed some
26,000 soldiers combined—many falling to mosquitoes and germs rather than steel or spears.
Untold numbers of Mexican civilians paid a heavier toll. Nicolas Trist proceeded to prescribe the
Treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo. It was signed on February 2, 1848. The U.S. southwestern border
was formally declared at the Rio Grande. Western territorial claims reached the Pacific Ocean
and as far north as Wyoming. With the Mexican Cession, plus the loss of the Lone Star State,
Mexico was stripped of fifty-percent of its land.28
Inferred evidence suggests Haynes’s unit was attached to Company K of the famous
“Mississippi Rifles,” First Regiment, named the Tombigbee Guards or Tombigbee Volunteers.29
Of the sixty-eight regiments organized in Mississippi during the war, evidence specifies that Lt.
J. L. Haynes belonged to the “Forty-sixth Mississippi Volunteers.”30 Over 70,000 Volunteers
served the U.S. army during some point.31 Also, Haynes met his future father-in-law in Mexico.
Sam Houston also leaves us evidence when he appointed Gen. Haynes Quartermaster of all
Texas troops in 1860.32 In 1907, A Twentieth Century History of the Southwest, went further to
declare that Haynes “served all through this war with distinction and was mustered out in
1848.”33
But it is his language that resonates loudest. Haynes defended his recommendation of the
appointment of a commissioner to investigate the Cortina War in 1860. “Another objection is
that, ‘he never saw an army in his life.’ This is a slight mistake. He was a Captain of a company
of volunteers in the Mexican war, and has not only seen but served in the army. Old Whig as he
then was, he did not stay at home to wrangle over the right or wrong of the war, but gave his
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services to the country when they were called for. Probably the democratic gentleman who urged
the objection, did not himself offer ‘to fight bleed and die’ for his country, which will account
for his ignorance of the military service of my friend from Fannin.”34 His tone ripples as that of
the voice of a U.S.-Mexico War veteran.

The Issue of Further Annexation
Following American combat operations in Mexico, a heated debate broke out on the floor
of the U.S. Senate. John A. Dix, a New York Democratic Senator, promoted further annexing
portions of northern Mexican lands. The key that furnishes his motive lies in understanding
Dix’s mindset regarding America’s relationship with Great Britain. Because it reveals how Dix
believed that commerce was “the strongest tie which can be relied on to bind us to mutual offices
of friendship and good neighborhood.”35
In an address to Congress on January 26, 1848, Dix pointed out the geographical area of
Mexico in relation to its population. He asserted that 6.5 million of 7 million inhabitants lived
within 500,000 of 1.5 million square miles, or on one-third of Mexico’s land. While Dix played
on this fact to justify American expansion, his advocacy for expansion had less to do with
diversifying the nation, as much as it did with a superior belief in spreading American customs,
laws, power, and economic progress. South Carolinian Senator John C. Calhoun led the charge
against further annexation. On racial grounds, Calhoun did not believe American influence could
bring about political change and assimilation of some of Mexico’s people. Dix, however, argued
that Mexico’s “inefficient government,” subjugated its citizens in a system that did not offer any
“incentive to their proper development and growth.” The development and growth that Dix was
most concerned with was economic. He believed that the U.S. government was more able than
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Mexico to offer “protection,” which would motivate the settlers of Mexico’s northern territory,
or norteños, to “naturally seek to unite their fortunes to ours.”36

Figure 9. Map of what would become Starr County, 1847.37

An understanding of this debate is critical because Dix’s argument parallels Haynes’s
economic mindset. It also sheds light on his economic gamble in “No Man’s Land.” For he and
many other “adventurers from the United States came hoping to find a fortune.”38 Haynes settled
at Camargo, Tamaulipas, Mexico, after the war. Established on May 5, 1749, the river village
was the oldest of José de Escandon’s settlements in the province of Nuevo Santander. Haynes’s
choice to first settle at Camargo after the war is telling. It suggests his state of mind regarding the
promotion of further annexation. He evidently was impressed with the border’s promising
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economic future. Haynes’s paralleled mindset to Senator Dix is also shown, because he opened a
mercantile business as soon as the shooting stopped. In Camargo, he was certain to have known
José María de Jesús Carvajal. A descendant of Canary Island colonizers who in the early 1700s
arrived at San Antonio, a son-in-law of the empresario Martín de León, teacher and surveyor,
Carvajal built an ostentatious home at Villanueva near Camargo called Carvajal’s Castle.39
Nonetheless, with further annexation nulled in the U.S. Congress, and probably to protect his
economic interests, Haynes headed back across the river sometime in 1848.
Cultures Collide
Haynes’s early history on the border shifted from Camargo across the river to Rio Grande
City, Texas. The territory between the Nueces River and the Rio Grande, referred to at the time
as “No Man’s Land,” was a dangerous place to live. The term was coined to justify white
occupation. Border lawlessness ruled. Meagerly protected by the Texas Rangers and with no
federal military presence—the United States Army withdrew from the region following the war
with Mexico—bandit raids, bloodshed, and smuggling became common-place. Native American
depredations also kept the communities on edge. Comanche, Lipan Apache, and other tribes saw
the new arrivals as invaders of their ancestral lands. To add insult to injury, a cholera epidemic
clouted the region in early 1849. Living amidst rampant violence and mounting challenges to
their survival, fortune-hunters such as Haynes, confronted these elements.
In the 1840s and 1850s, American traders, venture capitalists, and land speculators
flocked to the South Texas frontier. At the time, the area inhabitants dedicated their labor to
cattle and sheep ranching. Its terrain possessed grayish clay soils, mesquite, short grasses, and
cacti. The hot temperature and brush country, nonetheless, attracted investors and settlers by the
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droves. By 1850, Starr County’s population rocketed to some 5,841 residents, with the majority
dwelling at Rio Grande City. The site was an estimated 100 miles west of Brownsville. 40
By 1848, Haynes was among the pioneer colonizers of the newly established Starr
County. The county seat, Rio Grande City, formerly Davis’s Landing, was founded by Henry
Clay Davis. He was a prominent character of the antebellum era.41 At Rio Grande City, upheaval
stirred the town when a gang of robbers raided the community in mid-October 1848. Judge A.G.
Stake called upon the citizens to intervene and the eleven outlaws were arrested. “An example is
here set by Star county that should be followed up” the Corpus Christ Star reported, “to rid this
line of a set of unprincipled men, who by rapine and plunder, hope to live and fatten off the
industry of honest citizens.”42 Some notable settlers in the new county including Haynes was
Edwin R. Rainwater, Orlando C. Phelps, and Edward R. Hord.43 Joshua H. Bean, brother of the
famed Judge Roy Bean, “The Law West of the Pecos,” was elected Sheriff.44 On October 26,
1848, Fort Ringgold, later renamed Ringgold Barracks, was established at Davis’s Ranch.45 John
L’s younger brother James M., was stationed at Fort Ringgold as an officer at the time.46
J. L. Haynes was among the leading citizens who met at H. Clay Davis’s house on
October 27, 1848, to find solutions to combat the border troubles. The group drafted resolutions.
They also mailed a request to Maj. T.W. Sherman, the Rio Grande District commanding officer,
asking him to detach forces to provide frontier defense at Rio Grande City. Their request was
soon fulfilled. A detachment of soldiers under the command of Maj. Joseph H. LaMotte arrived
to protect the “domestic enterprise and industry,” and to provide, “peace and tranquility” for
frontier settlers.47
Another problem facing the inhabitants of “No Man’s Land” was the “wild Indians.”
They deterred settlement by way of fear. Fifteen-miles upriver near Roma, 300 Comanche’s
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plundered the area, killed one-man, reduced ranchos to ashes, and took several women captives.
At Rio Grande City in the spring of 1849, a clique of “Indian” marauders stormed the town. Led
by the infamous war-lord Roque, “a Mexican who was taken prisoner by the Comanches when a
boy,” who inherited their customs and way of life, “stole . . . all the horses belonging to the
artillery companies.” Just as the stories ancient Romans told their kids of the Carthaginian
warrior Hannibal Barca, many of Haynes’s neighbors spoke of “ROQUE” in terms of terror.48
In addition to Comanche raids, a cholera outbreak rattled the Lower Rio Grande Valley in
early 1849. By mid-March, the malady blazed a deadly scourge leaving the arid region deserted
or depopulated. News of gold discovered at Sutter’s Mill in California the year prior set off a
frenzy of “gold-seekers” headed west. The voyage around South America was time-costly. The
winter snows made the trek across the Oregon and California trails impassable. To circumvent
the soaring Rocky Mountains and Sierra Nevada, thousands headed west across Mexico through
the towns of Rio Grande City, Camargo, Roma, and Mier. Despite the cholera, golden-dreamers
came. They included acquaintances of John L. Haynes. A joint-stock enterprise, “The Holmes
County Mississippi Mining Company” or “Little Holmes,” arrived at Rio Grande City by March
17, 1849. Led by Maj. Walter H. Harvey, scientific miner and West Point alumnus, the syndicate
of sixty-five men was “efficiently prepared to sift the yellow love” and achieve “their golden
dreams,” stated one source.49
As the cholera raged on the border, many dreams were shattered. At Brownsville, several
of the “California emigrants have died;” at Matamoros, 350 deaths were reported in two days;
“forty-five deaths occurred the day I was there,” one man testified; and of the 3,000 individuals
at Camargo, it was reported that thirty-five graves were dug in one day. Among the victims at
Rio Grande City, was Wm. H. Harrison, the grandson of President William Henry Harrison. 50
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To Haynes and the population of the Rio Grande Valley, “No Man’s Land,” appeared like a
dead-man’s frontier.
At Galveston, the steamship Globe arrived from Brazos Santiago on March 26, 1849,
with a party of thirty of an original ninety; two-thirds killed by the cholera. Amid the survivors
was the party’s treasurer, John W. Audubon, an artist of merit and son of the eminent naturalist.
Upon reaching Rio Grande City, Audubon checked in at Armstrong’s Hotel. There, he deposited
his saddlebags containing nearly $15,000 in gold. The bar-keeper, a Mr. White, stole the money
and divided it with an individual named Mr. Hughes. At the time, Rio Grande City did not have a
jail, so, “we chained him to a mesquite tree . . . we were so enraged we intended to hang him that
night,” Audubon recalled. The bar-keep was eventually released. On March 19, a Mr. Upshaw,
an attorney for H. Clay Davis, assisted Audubon in recovering $7,000. Suffering from the
cholera, Audubon dreaded his visit through the “bleak country.” Still, Audubon maintained, “I
found the officers of the camp my most sympathetic companions,” counting Sgt. James M.
Haynes.51
By summer of 1849, the rash of cholera had waned. But the troubles had not. A murder
occurred at a fandango at Rio Grande City. For no reason a man named Jack Mills drew his
revolver and killed a “respected Mexican citizen” of the town, the Brownsville American Flag
reported. An angry mob seized Mills. Haynes’s fellow-residents held a meeting where
resolutions were passed, and it was decided to make an example of Mills. Infuriated, numerous
villagers selected a committee “who most fatally performed their mission—piercing him . . . with
full thirty balls.”52 On at least one occasion, vigilante justice had come to town.
While running his mercantile store, Haynes learned to, in his words, “speak the Spanish
language tolerably.”53 His business was thriving, and he, no doubt, benefited from the town’s
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reliable steamboat traffic. By 1850 his merchant shop was valued at $5,000.54 As a merchant, he
likely stocked ranching supplies, attire, consumables, and assorted products. Expanding his
horizons on the local political scene, Haynes involved himself in civil affairs. He superseded
Henry Clay Davis to become the town’s second postmaster on November 27, 1849 and occupied
the position until January 13, 1851.55 During this time, Haynes ran for Starr county clerk and was
elected in August 1850.56 Two years later, he became County Assessor and Collector.57 Haynes’s
early history on the border beguiled the young merchant. Casting his lot on the frontier, Haynes
was part of a cultural exchange in a land in conflict.
“Territory of the Rio Grande”
Colonel Stephen Powers, a founder of the Democratic Party in South Texas, land lawyer,
and imminent mortal enemy of John L. Haynes, spearheaded the Territorial Movement of 1850,
which aimed to create a province separate from Texas.58 Haynes later offered a “consideration of
the history” of this affair. In an address “To the Citizens of the Valley of the Rio Grande,” he
said Powers was one of the main “agitators” of the scheme. He also named Edwin B.
Scarborough, the publisher of the Brownsville American Flag, Edward Dougherty, county judge
of Cameron, and attorneys Elisha Basse and Robert H. Hord, as the “most prominent actors.”
Concerning the “aboriginals,” Haynes continued, “I understand that Don Juan Nepomuceno
Cortina was head devil and chief.”59
As the darkness of night loomed four hours before midnight on Saturday, February 2,
1850, citizens convened at R. N. Stansbury’s school-room at Brownsville. Amid sputtering oil
lanterns, Anglo lawyers, merchants, land investors, schemers, Latino ranchers and stockmen sat
on bancos de madera, or hardwood benches. Powers, Joseph R. Palmer, Francis J. Parker, and
Sam A. Beldon, made a case to form an independent territory.60 They told Tejano landholders
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that land “litigation” under Texas law promised to be “endless and ruinous.” Defying Texas’s
authority over the Trans-Nueces, they adopted resolutions thru the night. A petition referred to
the Federal government was then drawn up. One hundred three of the 106 citizens who signed or
marked the petition were Latino.61 Among them was twenty-five-year-old Juan Cortina. Cortina
influenced several of his compatriots to join the campaign. He and other Latinos hoped for a just
and prompt validation of their land claims.62
News of the proceedings reached Haynes. At Rio Grande City, he recalled receiving a
message “inviting us to send delegates to a convention.” Haynes chaired a meeting. By this time,
the state legislature had established a board of land-commissioners to investigate property
claims. “It is necessary to say,” Haynes humbly confessed, “that ‘I was one in this interlude,’ and
I wish” to explain “my being caught in bad company.”

I was a merchant at the latter place, and took but little interest in political
affairs, but was known as a man of moderate and conservative views. Friends
in whom I reposed great confidence, persuaded me that the object of the
Commissioners was to rob the Mexicans of their titles and declare their lands
public domain. This was a great and manifest wrong, and having cast my lot
on that frontier, I was willing to stand by my neighbors in the assertions of
their rights and consented to preside over a public meeting to respond to that at
Brownsville. This meeting passed the usual resolutions, but a night’s reflection
convinced me that we were nothing less than a lot of incipient rebels, and I
persuaded my friends to suppress our proceedings, which I committed to the
flames.
‘The very head and front of my offending
Hath this extent, no more’.63

Back at Brownsville three days after the initial meeting, another group of Texans countered the
separatist movement. Led by Judge Israel B. Bigelow, the conservatives met at Stanbury’s
school-house. They included San Patricio surveyor John H. Grammont and G. M. Armstrong,
once a captain of Texas Mounted Volunteers. On the motion of Robert Rice Garland, a member
of the U.S. Army, he and twelve others drafted resolutions for the reason of examining legitimate
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titles to lands located in the annexed territory. “Securing to every citizen” they wrote, “his just
claims and homestead.” The loyalists argued that an attempt existed “to throw into the hands of
speculators large bodies of the best lands in the valley of the Rio Grande, under pretended titles
which will not stand the test of security.”64 Accepting Texas’s jurisdiction, they syphoned the
separatist’s fuel. Back at Rio Grande City, Haynes’s decision to dispose response proceedings to
ashes further immobilized the Brownsville separatist-fire from spreading.
The Separatists circulated a second petition and on March 11, 1850, it was sent to the
U.S. Senate. The Anti-Mason William H. Seward brought it to the House floor for debate.
By “the ‘fervency and zeal’ of Powers and Dougherty” Seward was selected on the pretense of
the cause being a “free-soil affair,” implied Haynes. Texan Senator Thomas J. Rusk ardently
condemned the crusade as an outright scam. As Texas yielded much of its western lands to New
Mexico in exchange of the federal government paying the Texas debt of $10,000,000 and in a
bill attached to Whig Senator Henry Clay’s Compromise of 1850 the petition animated debate,
but to no avail. Different from the first petition, it revealed others oscillating the rebel current;
Richard M. King and Mifflin Kenedy’s names appeared on the mostly Anglo signed requisition.
With no gains made in Washington, D. C., the appointment of a board of commissioners, and
with strong opposition in Cameron and Starr counties, the separatist-fire was doused.
Various explanations were posed regarding the origin of the Separatist Movement. Some
believed northern abolitionists were behind the plot with aims to obtain a bastion in the South to
influence political matters. Others perceived insatiable landgrabbers deluding Tejanos lands,
because they preferred title validations be handled by a judicial process, seemingly due to their
belief that local courts would be congenial to their cause. A newsman attributed the crusade to
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Latinos’ “habit,” and belief that, “anything that is wanted can be gotten by a pronunciamento.”
Scholars Galen D. Greaser and Jesús F. De la Teja then offer John L. Haynes’s innuendo.

He claimed that several Territorialists would ‘suffer in the flesh’ if the
board of commissioners was created. According to his account, these
speculators had obligated themselves to perfect the titles for Mexican
titleholders for a quid pro quo ranging from half the lands in question
down to a small consideration per league. These individuals’ idea of
perfecting titles was limited, in Haynes’s words, to obtaining the
corresponding certified documents and recording them in the county
where the land was located, at which time the fee for perfecting titles
was collected. These agents panicked at the possibility that their clients
faced the substantial fees (including surveying costs) contemplated in the
legislation creating a board of Commissioners. Compromised by the
government’s actions, they sought to poison the populace against the
Board of Commissioners and the state of Texas. 65

Figure 10. Map of Starr County region, 1851. 66

From this analysis, it can be concluded that in Haynes’s mind, Tejanos were being deceived by
avaricious Anglo Texan lawyers, merchants, speculators, and politicians, some living on the
border a few years.
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With their interests vested in the valley they created a plan to avoid the creation of a
board of land-commissioners. Thus, the Territorialists faction, led by Powers and Dougherty,
conspired to create a Territory of the Rio Grande. “There would have been trouble for some of
us, who were ignorant of the land stealing origin of the move,” Haynes declared, who “would
have stood firmly by the rights of the people.”67 Still, embers of revolution and plots mapping the
fertile lands of the Rio Grande seared. And while bureaucrats signaled to transfer deeds in
transparency, a fog of uncertainty lingered over Tejano titleholders.

Colonel Haynes and the Plan de la Loba
The “Merchant’s War,” as it came to be known, is also referred to as The Customs War
or The War of Plan de la Loba. During the early 1850s, Mexican, Anglo, and a few European
filibusters invaded Mexico aiming to create the self-governing “Republic of the Sierra Madre”—
to be carved out of parts of three northeastern states; Coahuila, Nuevo León, and Tamaulipas.
Evidence inferring Haynes’s involvement in the foray derives from one account. In his memoirs,
Indian fighter and former captain of the Texas Rangers, John Salmon “Rip” Ford, alleges he
received a direct order by “Col. Haynes . . . if memory serves.”68 Although the “Merchants War”
has received minimal historical investigation, scholars Stephen B. Oates, William J. Hughes, and
Joseph E. Chance, repeat Ford’s assertion.69
By mid-1851 trade relations between Mexico and the United States spiraled downward.
On the Rio Grande, revolution fomented because of Mexico’s stringent tariffs, its embargo of
imports from America, and breach of trade rights conceded to the U.S. in the Treaty of
Guadalupe-Hidalgo.70 Mexico’s prohibitive levies and constricting local alcabalas drove the fee
of imports up to forty percent, nearly three times the rate of American dues.71 Thus a mercantile
smuggling industry ran rampant. It was identified with most borderland capitalists.72 Financial
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futures of frontier towns were threatened. Concurring confiscation of goods and regional
political instability added to the difficulties. Merchants concerned with profits of trade began to
grow restless. Borderers concerns stemmed from the Mexican government’s spending of tariffs,
which often neglected their regional communities.73
In Tamaulipas, merchant-insurgents met at La Loba, near Ciudad Guerrero, on September
3, 1851. There, they devised a twelve-point plan, El Plan de la Loba. The plan called for a sixtymonth period of a free trade zone, a reduction of regulations, a penalty for smuggling which
remained a crime, the establishment of an aduana, or customs house at Reynosa, and a bordermilitary force to wage “war” against Native American raiders.74 Of the twenty-three signatures
on the document, not one was Anglo.
The issue of runaway slaves taking harbor in northern Mexico—abetted by Latino
underground networks—encouraged the zealous Knights of the Golden Circle to aid in the
financing and participation of the raids. What began as a Latino movement aimed to better the
interests of borderlanders, soon malformed into a vehicle for Anglo dreamers scheming to drive
a slave empire into the heart of Latin America. In a series of four invasions, chaos dominated.
The result was four of the bloodiest years in nineteenth-century Texas-Mexico border history.75
The movement to form a Federalist Republic embodied the spirit of a leading protagonist
in the short-lived Republic of the Rio Grande. José María de Jesús Carvajal was elected chief.
Carvajal, who twelve years earlier had lost use of his left arm doing battle, crossed the river
fleeing from an arrest warrant issued by Mexican Gen. Francisco Ávalos.76 Haynes watched as
Carvajal and a band of well-armed revolutionaries rode into town and established headquarters at
Rio Grande City. Negotiations with wealthy Brownsville merchants resulted in the raising of
funds needed to secure weapons and recruits.
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The Brownsville based Rio Bravo, owned and edited by Ovid F. Johnson and Francis J.
Parker, served as the movements propagandistic mouthpiece. Enlistees were offered twenty-five
piasters per month for their service, with a bonus of two months after completion of three and six
months.77 Flocks of exuberant men joined the trans-national alliance. By mid-September the socalled “Army of Liberation” totaled an estimated 500 soldiers. The first sixty American fighters
came from Roma and Rio Grande City. They assembled at the latter place. Haynes’s ally,
Tennessee-born sixty-year-aged Capt. Robert C. Trimble, took command.78
At the initial phase in the campaign Carvajal trusted Haynes enough to appoint him to the
coveted position of staff-member, at the rank of colonel. Haynes’s concern over his mercantile
business seems to have been the motivating factor to join the venture. It is possible that Haynes,
like some of the soldiers, saw himself as a “freedom-fighter.” Still, more tangible reasons were
the rewards sure to be conferred to high-ranking officers, such as political and economic power,
and land, if the revolution proved successful.
The Plan de la Loba was officially launched in the mid-afternoon hours of Friday,
September 19, 1851. Liberation forces stationed at Rio Grande City invaded Camargo. The lead
company of the attack was from Guerrero [Viejo] and led by José María Canales, a cousin of
Carvajal’s former ally during the Federalist Wars of 1839-1840, Mexican general Antonio
Canales. A son of General Canales, Servando, was raised by Carvajal and served on the staff of
the Liberation Army, at the same rank as Haynes. In the attack, Trimble’s Rio Grande City
Regiment was placed in the center. The right flank was covered by Tomẚs Cavazos’ Camargo
squadron. With lightning speed, the Filibusters pushed the small unit headed by Col. Vicente
Camacho to take cover in the village plaza, church, and customs house. Possessing a four-pound
canon, the Mexican troop resisted, but by nightfall they fell low on ammunition. With no
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artillery, the merchant-insurgents positioned snipers on rooftops, and any Mexican soldier that
emerged was soon “shot by the Texian rifles.”79
In the initial hours of September 20, the fog of night appeared. The sounds of gunshots
then ceased when Colonel Camacho surrendered the city. The New Orleans Picayune reported
sixty Mexicans killed, and ten soldiers of the Liberation Army wounded, with no loss of life. The
Brownsville Rio Bravo tallied the count at thirty-eight Mexicans killed and wounded and ten
Liberators wounded.80 After he sacked Camargo, Carvajal wasted no time in decreasing the
import charge for U.S. products entering Mexico. His move rapidly generated from $200,000 to
$300,000 needed to purchase sinews of war to sustain the revolution.81 Carvajal and Haynes
savored the victory.
With momentum building, the villages of Guerrero and Mier adopted El Plan de la Loba.
In early October, Carvajal’s army was reinforced by filibusters involved in Narciso López’s
wilted Cuban expedition. Eighty insurgents led by Joseph Davis Howell, a political kinsman of
Jefferson Davis, rode from Mustang Island. Col. Chatham Roberdeau “Rob” Wheat, son of a
preacher and notorious mercenary, with about seventeen combatants, next entered camp. Both
parties enlisted at Camargo. Mustered out of federal service, John S. “Rip” Ford and over two
and a half dozen of his colt revolver-wielding Rangers rode into filibuster-held Camargo. Ford
was mustered in as colonel and commander of auxiliary troops. This delay to await Ford, aside
from waning momentum, was to trouble the Liberator army.82 Heading toward the vital corridor
of Matamoros and its treasured customs house, some Latinos voiced concerns. Haynes, fluent in
Spanish, surely heard talk of the uprising becoming “muy agringado,” or “too Americanized.”
En route, Carvajal, Haynes, and the “Liberation Army of Mexico” captured Reynosa on
October 6, without shedding a drop of blood. The city alcalde and Carvajal-supporter, Miguel de
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la Viña, disbanded the city’s military garrison. The filibustering army sequestered a stock of
ammunition, rations, and a much needed six-pounder canon. Two days later, General Ávalos
reduced the lop-sided import taxes which resulted in the crossing of over $300,000 in goods from
Brownsville to Matamoros within three weeks.83 This pleased many of the merchants supporting
Carvajal. Meanwhile, hundreds of women and children fled the Mexican frontier town.
Defenders barricaded the roads and erected batteries to fortify the main plaza, customs house,
and General Ávalos’s head-quarters.
By mid-October, Haynes and the anti-Centralistas camped at Rancho Guadalupe, six
miles west of Matamoros. Two and one-half miles east, city and clerical officials met with
General Carvajal and his staff, including Colonel Haynes, to draft a resolution at Rancho Las
Rucias—its name meaning “silver grey,” commonly used to describe horses.84 The besieged
spokesmen considered surrendering the town under the condition that the general disband his
U.S. troops, but Carvajal refused.85 On October 18, from the “Headquarters of the Liberating
Army of the Northern Cities,” Carvajal penned a letter to the American, French, British, and
Spanish consulates. He informed them of his impending attack and assured his “desire to protect
the persons and property of all peaceable citizens, and particularly those of the nations who are at
peace with the Mexican people.” The next day the counsels replied in unison stating that they did
not question “that the rules of civilized warfare would be strictly observed by the forces under”
his command.86 As they hoisted their national flags to be identified as neutrals, a heavy rain fell
over the town. With only a few miles separating both armies, Haynes and the filibusters
advanced upon a city-battlefield set for nineteenth-century frontier urban warfare.
The siege of Matamoros began on Monday, October 20, 1851. “Sham battles” took place
on the western outskirts of town—the National Guard refused to be lured into open battle.
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Marching to the chant of “God and Liberty” the Liberator forces soon secured a scarcely guarded
Fort Paredes. Situated one mile from Matamoros, the fort contained various ridges constructed a
few years earlier to defend against General Taylor’s army. Galvanized by the speedy success,
Carvajal ordered the Liberator band to play music.87 Within one day, the general, Colonel
Haynes and the nearly 1,000-man Liberator legion had occupied the fort. Their only canon, a sixpounder directed by Col. Wheat, was fired twice at designated targets. “But at the third round it
became useless,” the itinerant French Catholic priest Emmanuel “Abbé” Domenech, recalled.88
Different from the Camargo raid, the merchant-revolutionaries hesitated to use an
onslaught style of warfare. The nine pieces of artillery in the Mexican National Guard’s armory;
six twelve-pounder, one nine-pounder, and two six-pounders somewhat influenced that decision.
Commanding a force of at least 600 Centralists, Ávalos eagerly awaited reinforcements.89 On the
Gulf of Mexico aboard the steamer Neptune, and then transported to the Mentoria, 150 Tampico
troops possessing two canons under the command of Gen. Garay laid in wait. Paradoxically,
however, they were denied a landing base when Capt. J.W. Phelps, the U.S. commanding officer
at Fort Brown, cited a violation of U.S. neutrality laws.90
During the raids, it was not uncommon for insurgents, such the Brownsville Company
commanded by Capt. Edward R. Hord—who like Haynes was a county clerk—to repose and
handle business in the day, only to cross the low river and resume the revolution at sundown.91
Nonetheless, the sounds of horses in the muddy streets, and the “rattle of musketry and the roar
of canon” were heard across the banks throughout the day, recalled Helen W. Chapman, wife of
U.S. Major W.W. Chapman.92 Haynes observed border civilians driven by curiosity gathering at
river’s edge to see the devastation and destruction from a front-row seat. While many dispersed
due to gunfire falling on the American side of the banks at Brownville, South Texas
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borderlanders sat as did civilians at Bull Run a decade later. With the opening round in the
books, the Centralistas lost seven soldiers. One filibuster fighter was killed and seven were
wounded.93 Tuesday, October 21, 1851, witnessed skirmishes on the western fringe of the city.
In the morning hours of Wednesday, October 22, filibuster forces led by Colonel Ford—
comprised of five American companies and three Mexican regiments—charged straight toward
General Ávalos’s head-quarters at the Plaza Hidalgo. Disregarding his overpowering arsenal,
severe fighting ensued on the muddy streets. City defenders greeted the invaders with gun-fire,
from portals drilled through masonry and adobe walls, and from house-tops. The columns of
Capt.’s Andrew Walker, Edward Hord, Edmundson, Joseph Howell, Schilling, and portions of
the Reynosa, Mier, and Guerrero battalions dispersed, in which shots rang out lacking order as
“the fusillade soon re-echoed through every street.”94 Captain and field commander of the
Mexican National Guard, Macedonio Capistrán de la Garza, led his troop in repulsing the
transnational army, but soon after retreated to the security of the Mexican artillery. The angst and
excitement intensified. Throughout the siege, Haynes and Carvajal observed the combat as
spectators, while mounted on their horses.
Nearing their objective, Carvajal’s forces captured the customs house in a “vigorous and
energetic attack,” coming “within musket shot” of General Ávalos’s command center. Mildly
advancing from the northwest edge of town to within a few houses on the “Main Plaza,” the
attackers shielded themselves behind stone buildings while being heavily shelled by canon fire
coming from the church.95 Amid the mêlée, a Mexican officer displayed bravado in the form of
an unflinching pianist. As a duet of melody and musket-smoke filled the air, one of Maj. Alfred
H. Norton’s arms was torn off by a mortar. By dusk, Ford’s auxiliary troops returned to the
customs house. There, Ford received an order to withdraw to Fort Paredes, sent by Carvajal.
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Three days into the siege, defiance perforated the Filibuster ranks when Ford refused to obey the
command.
Upon receiving news of Ford’s insubordination, Carvajal summoned the thirty-year aged
Rio Grande City postmaster and Liberation Army colonel, John L. Haynes. Haynes rode to the
Matamoros Customs House and in a subtle tone delivered Ford the order to retreat, not wanting
to rouse his troop. Second in command, Ford again refused. Rationally, he did not want to spill
more blood for the advantageous position gained. Because his order was not obeyed, Carvajal
apparently became exasperated. He clarified to Haynes that the revolution could not succeed
without obedience. Riding back to the customs house, this time the order was served to Ford in a
thunderous tone. Many of his fighters, it was said, were struck with the “greatest
astonishment.”96 Reluctantly yielding to the decree, he spruced up a memorable speech:
“Gentleman, if we were in the service of a regularly organized government, I would disobey and
be court-martialed. Insomuch, as we are acting in a revolution, and as yet without a government,
I shall obey because obedience is the only tie which can hold this army together.97
That evening, Domenech, who was called on by Carvajal, entered Fort Paredes to find the
general “dining on sprats (sardines) and a bit of bread.” The priest promised Carvajal his return
the next morning to tend to the wounded who could not travel to Brownsville. In his journal, the
padre later wrote that Carvajal’s decision to retreat was “a stupid mistake.”98 The Filibusternewspaper rhapsodized with regrettable grief: “this order was the groundwork of all the fatal and
unfortunate errors that took place during the successive assaults on Matamoros. Had Col. Ford
been allowed to proceed, we believe that a few hours would have reduced the city under
Carvajal’s control. But misled by false information, or some other mistaken influence, he gave
an order that rescued Avalos from the jaws of destruction.”99
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The next morning, Thursday, October 23, at Carvajal’s request, Domenech was taken to
the filibuster’s hospital. On the way, his Mexican guide was hit by a bullet in the stomach. An
officer noticed the priest and led him to a place where an Irish filibuster surgeon treated six
gravely injured soldiers. Domenech “begged” the surgeon to go tend to the guide, while he
administered the “last consolations of religion” to the men, of which five died in what he
described as a “wretched hovel.”100 As a member of Carvajal’s council-of-war, Haynes could not
ignore the changing of the tide.
With the weather beginning to moderate, house-to-house fighting intensified. Insurgents
said to number as many as 250, returned to find the plaza reinforced with sandbags on rooftops
to cover marksmen and artillery aimed at the town centers northern corner. Mexican Col. Rafaél
Quintero and lieutenants José María Cavázos and Matías Longória, positioned their forces across
the Liberator troop and commenced a volley of canon fire and gunshots. Ford’s head was
abraded by a slug, “cutting his hat band and passing out at the top of the hat.” 101 Amid the clash,
General Ávalos, who his enemies referred to as “Guajoloté,” was also wounded when a buckshot
pierced his thigh.
President Millard Fillmore reacted to the invasion of Mexico’s territory in late October.
Urging U.S. officials to act, journalist and Mexican plenipotentiary Luis de la Rosa y Oteiza,
condemned the crusade in a letter to U.S. Secretary of State Daniel Webster. The revolutionary
insurgents were warned that if imprisoned on Mexican soil, they “will have no right to claim the
interposition of this [U.S.] Government.”102 Ironically, one year later Fillmore sanctioned
Commodore Matthew C. Perry and his four “Black Ships” to break open the doors of Japan.
On Friday, October 24, Haynes noticed the eerie silence that swept over Matamoros.
Then three hours before midnight, a determined Carvajal unleashed a giant swarm of the soldiers
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to assault the towns fortifications. Some of the best buildings went up in flames. City defenders,
spectators, and members of the National Guard aided U.S. Consul J. F. Waddell in removing
goods stored at the Resaca House. As a participant hoisted the American flag in a sign of
neutrality, a filibuster foray opened fire on the crowd. Waddell received a gunshot to the face.
The fire raged on. Pandemonium ruled the night. By 6 A. M., the Liberator army took respite,
still not able to break-through the stone walls of the Grand Plaza. In response to the imputation
of Waddell’s wound, Carvajal blamed the consul for having left his station and blended in with
the hordes of onlookers.103 Haynes and Carvajal rode back to Fort Paredes. In their wake,
Matamoros resembled the urban warfare that would take place in the Vietnamese city of Hue
during the Tet-offensive 116 years later—minus the tanks and flying Agent Orange, of course.
Saturday, October 25, for the most part, was a bloodless day. On Sunday, however, the
Filibuster forces commenced a hostile assault once more on the central plaza. But Ávalos’s
artillery repulsed them once again. Though the Filibuster six-pounder gun answered the barrage
of canon fire, it was not enough. At times, when out of ammunition, Colonel Wheat “ordered a
blacksmith to cut bars of iron into the right lengths and these were fired instead of grape and
canister.” Wheat humorously bellowed to Carvajal that he doubled the six-pounders strength “by
taking half the distance.”104 The following day piecemeal battles ensued. More fires consumed
parts of Matamoros. Waddell condemned Carvajal’s invading army as barbarous “misguided
men” set out to plunder.105
By Monday, October 27, much of the patriotic enthusiasm that filled the Liberator Army
weeks before had crestfallen. A wave of illness and desertion dwindled the fighting force to
some 300 men. No major action occurred over the next forty-eight hours. During this time, the
news of Gen. Antonio Canales’s rumored 1,000-man troop being a twenty-four-hours away from
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Matamoros reached Carvajal.106 Not far behind followed a Mexican detachment of 800 soldiers
commanded by General José López Uraga. Some believed Gen. Antonio Canales would have
allied with Carvajal’s Liberator forces had the seize of Matamoros been triumphant. The
mystifying relationship between Carvajal and Canales leaves uncertainty as to that theory.
Throughout the hostilities, it was approximated that the National Guard dispensed over 500 shots
of canon fire, to the Filibuster’s 100 rounds or so.
In a surprising turn of events, Haynes watched Carvajal sanction a retreat. What remained
of the Liberator Army headed west. Twelve miles out, the beleaguered Carvajal led the advance
of a Mexican battalion. He was followed by Americans and Mexicans. At the rear four miles
behind, Andrew Walker led the Texas Rangers due Ford’s absence. Sending one last message, a
200-man cavalry government force led by Gen. José Nicolás de la Portilla mounted an attack on
the rear guard. The trans-national armies’ lines collapsed in a dither. Dozens of insurgents swam
across the river to the American side. Less than a handful of men remained with Wheat to man
the canon which had its hitch mechanism broken off and thus was being pulled by a horse.107
Wheat elected to spike and desert the piece. The “noble” six-pounder was hurled into the Rio
Grande. Portilla scornfully told Ávalos, “your enemies have gone like dogs with their tales
between their legs.”108
The bloody ten-day siege to capture Matamoros had failed disastrously. Of the Latinos in
the Liberator Army, it was said that Colonel Cabazco, Maj. Gonzales, and Capt. Jesus Garcia
distinguished themselves, and “several of the Mexican companies conducted themselves with
great gallantry and propriety.”109 At the other end, the Tamaulipas state legislature honored
Matamoros as a “heroic” city.110 Within six months, the Mexican Congress approved the same
declaration. Among the members of the Mobíl de Matamoros who defended the city was
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Carvajal’s cousin Juan N. Cortina.111 With the setback, Carvajal and Haynes regrouped to
formulate another strategy to keep the revolutionary war effort and Federalist cause alive.
A few reasons, however, may help explain the catastrophic failure to capture Matamoros.
With Ford’s delayed arrival at Camargo, the Liberator Army lost the element of shock using an
onslaught approach. In turn, Ávalos had valuable time to barricade the Grand Plaza—also, his
tariff reductions inspired some of the Brownsville and Matamoros merchants to abandon their
support of Carvajal, which hurt the Liberator coffers. Moreover, the revolution began as an
uprising by Latino borderlanders fighting for their soundest economic interest but mutated into a
filibustering expedition to retrieve run-away slaves and establish a slave empire, when the army
became “muy agringado.” Probably because of this, Carvajal failed to win the championing of
his compatriots in Matamoros. Also, the Tamaulipas National Guard possessed a superior stock
of artillery. And, Carvajal’s order to Ford to retreat from the Customs House, as the movements
tabloid organ the Rio Bravo revealed, perhaps doomed the campaign to capture Matamoros.
Be that as it may, Haynes knew the revolution was not yet dead. The merchant-insurgents
raided the towns of Camargo and Cerralvo in November. Filibuster officer, Maj. Jack R. Everitt,
was enthused after the revolutionaries defeated Gen. Jauregui’s troop of nearly 400 at the latter
place. The New Orleans Picayune published the major’s gusto: “Our men have proven
themselves to be the right stamp. ‘God and Liberty’ is our cry, and will be until the banner of
Carvajal, the liberating chief, shall wave o’er the ruins of prostate despotism.”112 Some fifty
Kickapoo and Seminole warriors led by Chief Wildcat fought for the Centralist republic. Haynes
and the Liberator staff were taken back when a Ranger private hauled in a headdress of buffalo
horns, “the sign of the big bull of the rancho,” taken from a Seminole amid the battle.113 Haynes
was less surprised when Carvajal ordered a retreat, as General Uraga’s 1,000-man force neared.
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In those times, women still accompanied their men into war. At Camargo, Haynes’s wife
Angelica fell sick. A daughter they named Perdida was still-born. This study cannot determine if
Haynes continued participating in the War of Plan de la Loba. Though this study does conclude
that Haynes was a high-ranking officer during the ephemeral stage of the raids. Yet the raids
perhaps were an episode in his life he was not proud of. By early 1852, Haynes’s name is not
found among those indicted for violating the U.S. Neutrality Act of 1818.
One year after Carvajal’s death, Haynes and Ford, who faced-off in the Civil War, paid
homage to the brave warrior in 1875. To Carvajal, they believed Mexico “was largely indebted
for the success of its struggle for independence and liberty” during the French invasion. Colonel
Haynes so honored his old friend.114 He, too, was a merchant filibuster who espoused liberal
views in support of the Federalist cause on the Rio Grande frontier, which Carvajal, Canales, and
Antonio Zapata had fought for to create the Republic of the Rio Grande in 1840.

Juan L. Haynes and the Issue of Land Grant Confirmation
It is a little known fact that Haynes was “for many years the agent” of most of “the landowners of Starr, Zapata, Webb, and Hidalgo counties,” he testified to a committee of the U.S.
House of Representatives in 1876.115 At the close of the Mexican War, “As I happen to know,”
Haynes wrote in a report in 1860, “great uneasiness existed in the minds of our Mexican
population” about “their land titles.”116 Indeed, most state elected officials pushed to invalidate
Tejano land claims. They manifested an anti-Latino bias that threatened the region’s stability.
Texas General Land Office commissioner, George W. Smyth, in fall 1848, notified the present
governor of the legislature’s refusal to record any titles validated by Spanish or Mexican law. 117
Article 8 of the state constitution permitted the confiscation of Texas-Mexican property from
those who remained neutral or supported Mexico during the conflict of 1836.118 Haynes avidly
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rejected this article. Some argued it was prejudicial because Tejanos were not extended safety at
the time. Haynes responded energetically. In fact, he became a land agent.
Political confirmation of land grants in the Trans-Nueces was an intricate and laborious
process. The topics historiography primarily explores the Texas Legislature, not the federal
government, because Texas remained in control of land laws due to its pre-annexation
jurisdictional claim. In California, though, the U.S. Congress acted energetically on the issue in
response to a stream of gold-rushers. Contrastingly, because of New Mexico’s remoteness and
unincorporated status as a state, the Latino land grant matter was not addressed there until 1854,
complicating the process.119 In Texas, many Anglo and European settlers who received land
certificates starting in 1836, began challenging the Mexican and colonial-era Spanish charters,
some dating to 1767. By 1850, confusion over land titles on the Nueces Strip became
exceedingly troublesome to Tejanos. Claimants holding Texas Republic land certificates,
speculators desiring to purchase tracts of property, and a vagueness of how county clerks were to
proceed in the recording of land-titles, pressured the state to determine the question of land grant
confirmation.120
Gov. Peter H. Bell wasted little time. In late December 1849, he proposed that the
legislature appoint a special commission. Six months after, William H. Bourland and James B.
Miller, the former a war veteran and the latter a doctor, with Robert J. Rivers as board attorney,
began their reconnaissance in Webb County. Amid the South Texas summer heat, the trio was
received with apprehension by the Laredo inhabitants. Hesitantly, fifteen Tejano ranching
families sketched out portrayals of their lands and submitted original titles to the commission.
Aiming to build rapport, Bourland headed to Austin and presented the claims; the commission’s
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endorsement of the fifteen titles was ratified by the legislature in early September.121 Haynes
surely applauded Bell’s response.
Meanwhile, Miller and Rivers proceeded to Haynes’s Rio Grande City. To their dismay,
they were met with defiance. The town’s residents declined to present a single claim. Rivers
became agitated and resigned from his position.122 Miller then traveled on to Brownsville and
Corpus Christi, gathering more testimony. In November, at the rendezvous point of Brownsville,
he and Bourland collected $800 in dues and secured over fifty original land titles.123 Miller then
sought hiatus to the capital through Point Isabel. In his possession, the original titles were stored
in a strongbox placed on the liner Anson, captained by Richard King.124 On November 23, 1850,
the Anson embarked on its voyage. Two days later and fifteen miles from Matagorda Bay, the
steamer was swallowed by gulf waves when the boiler blew. While all passengers survived, the
contents in the strongbox supposedly vanished into the cold ocean waters.
Not surprisingly, Latinos did not take well to the news of the Anson. Overcome with
“regret and mortification,” Miller penned a letter to Governor Bell the next day, recommending
the legality of conformation be modified to render the verdict of the commission absolute.125
Lawmakers eventually acquiesced to Miller’s suggestion, albeit, tentatively. Nearly a year later,
November 20, 1851, Bell delivered the land-commissioners final report to the legislature. The
commission endorsed the confirmation of 76% of the 343 claims tendered, thus denying seventyeight.126
Over the next three months, a special committee reviewed the board’s recommendations.
With the borderlanders’ confidence in Texas hanging in the balance, clouds of a Tejano uprising
began to form. To “quiet” the land grant question in South Texas, in an act of February 10, 1852,
the Legislature recognized 67% of 234 claims.127 The majority, some 144, were from Haynes’s
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Starr County.128 According to Haynes, this act validated approximately two-thousand leagues, or
above 8 million acres of lands.129 By the influence of state representative Hamilton Prioleau Bee,
“better counsels finally prevailed,” and the country was pacified, ending “a rebellion which at
one time threatened to become formidable,” Haynes judiciously observed.130
It is important to note that political confirmation of land grants in the Trans-Nueces
benefited Tejano tenure. However, the spirit of “Manifest Destiny” that swamped the TexasMexico border nearly crushed Tejano land tenure. Although, the ensuing wave of land sharks
and incorporation of their lands into what historian David Montejano characterized as “The Play
of the Market,” for the most part, did the trick. While several new Anglo arrivals acquired vast
amounts of landed wealth through legal chicanery, others acquired land through marital ties.
For one example, Bart (Bartholomew) J. De Witt, a sutler and merchant, married Carolina
Angela de la Garza, a daughter of one of San Antonio’s early and most influential landowners,
José Antonio de la Garza—De la Garza became “the first person in Texas to coin money and the
first to use the Lone Star as an emblem.”131
By 1853, borderlanders began to repopulate their lands with stock, and many looked to
Haynes to confirm their titles. On the banks of the annexed American territory of what became
Jim Wells County, Maximo Farias gave Haynes power of attorney to his lands on March 22,
1853. Called “Las Presenás de Arriba,” the lands totaled some 8, 856 acres. That contract was
annulled the following year. Tejano landholders, however, exhibited great confidence in land
agent Haynes. Many others trusted him to perfect their titles and procure their patents under the
copious state laws. One historical document dated December 8, 1853, for example, reveals that
various Starr County landed families unified and conferred power of attorney to agent Haynes. 132
In the context of Haynes’s reasoning and representation as an influential frontier land agent, his

92

intermediation systematically included the Tejano community—elite, poor, and middle-class—
into the new order of things that crossed borders.
In the case of the Texas General Land Office, confusion permeates the historical record.
Scholars Galen D. Greaser and Jesus de la Teja supply the first systematic study of South Texas
land history. In their article, “Quieting Title to Spanish and Mexican Land Grants in the TransNueces: The Bourland-Miller Commission, 1850-1852” (1991), they state, “the disposition of the
records compiled” by Bourland and Miller, as well as the subsequent commission, “is one of the
perplexing questions about their work.” These authorities on the land grant subject deduce the
following analysis of lost materials from a letter written by John L. Haynes on August 28, 1854,
to Commissioner Stephen Crosby of the (TGLO).

The Texas General Land Office eventually became repository for the
“Report” of the Bourland and Miller Commission, which contains a
synopsis of the evidence for each claim and the commissioner’s
recommendations. No clue has been found as to the whereabouts of the
remaining records. Nine original land grant files in the Texas General Land
Office contain evidence gathered by this board. A close examination of
these records suggests quite conclusively that private individuals filed the
documents in the General Land Office at different times as corroborative
proof in the process of patenting these tracts. From this, the inference can be
drawn that each claimant before the Board of Commissioners received from
them a copy of the evidence prepared. However, the body of evidence collected
by the commissioners and presented to the legislature has apparently been lost. 133

Haynes’s Tejano patron’s, and others, active response to fight for their land rights, coupled with
the fact that Bourland and Miller failed to examine all Spanish and Mexican titles in question,
coerced the state legislature to create a second board of commissioners.
By a legislative act on February 11, 1854, Governor Elisha M. Pease appointed Londonborn Charles S. Taylor, and Robert H. Lane to assume the task. Taylor was a signer of the Texas
Declaration of Independence and Lane was an attorney who previously raised a company of
volunteers from Missouri in the Mexican War, at the rank of colonel. Both men were Masons.134
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They investigated titles as distant as the El Paso Strip, in the western part of the state. Historians
have noted that more confounding than the first commission, their work remains a mystery.135
This study, however, offers South Texas land history a ray of light glaring from Haynes’s
involvement with this commission. He served as Secretary of the Board. As to the mystery of
lost, or more accurately destroyed evidence, Haynes logged documentation of prepared evidence.
A close examination of the Journal of the House of Representatives of the Seventh Legislature
reveals that he “has given his evidence in the matter . . . and we are satisfied, from the evidence
of Mr. Haynes, that the titles included . . . should be confirmed.”136 Evidence also indicates that
Haynes hounded down this commission regarding the issue of land grant confirmation. In a letter
dated January 7, 1855, Taylor fumbled to find a legitimate reason for the land-commissions
avoidance of Haynes. He wrote Haynes, that Col. Robert Lane wanted to inform “you that he
will leave for San Antonio” in late May, but has not contacted you himself, for he “has forgotten
your place of residence. I would write more but I have a very sore thumb which troubles me a
good deal.”137 Such quandaries were the work of land agent Juan L. Haynes.
It is possible that Haynes referred to Taylor in the following line.
‘A train band Captain, eke was he,
Of famous London town.’138

Another frustrating obstacle land agents like Haynes confronted was the length of time it
often took for their skilled labor to bear fruit. Contrastingly, is the case of Porción 95, originally
granted to Ramón Quintanilla, a “primitivo poblador,” or original settler, on August 12, 1768,
during the Spanish royal commission of the Visita General. Agapito Solis, who ostensibly dealt
with Haynes at some point, applied for the porcion amid the first land-commissions report.
Located around Camargo and Starr County, the land comprised 5,668.33 acres. The grant was
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confirmed in February 1852.139 Cases involving Haynes that were tied up in the courts include
Juan Flores’s four leagues of land called “El Javali.” In Starr, what became Jim Hogg, and
Zapata counties, the lands amassed nearly 18,000 acres. Another case involves the heirs of
Carmin and Francisca Cardenas. Initially, said legatees gave power of attorney to José M.
Carvajal on August 6, 1849. This case was tangled up in the courts for decades.140
Concerning conveyance of lands to Haynes, are four sitios called “El Grullo.” Owned by
Onofre Garcia and located in Zapata County they were granted titles on January 2, 1848, and
made up some 17, 713 acres. On May 20, 1857, Garcia’s son, Lucas Garcia, conveyed the lands
to Haynes. In turn, he transferred them to S.M. Swenson, the first Swedish immigrant in Texas,
and John M. Swisher, state auditor of public accounts.141 On January 14, 1857, Luciano Rivas
transferred title of some land in Nueces County to Haynes and James Grogan for the sum of
$1,000. Comprising two and a half leagues, the land was named “Paso Ancho de Abajo.”142
Since mostly all Tejanos lost control of their lands in Nueces County through fraudulent legal
maneuvers, an important question arises.
Did Haynes get rich off his land-adjudication intermediation? It should be stated that in
the antebellum era, Haynes did not build a land empire off the ruins of Spanish and Mexican
landed successors—as did Stephen Powers, Edward Dougherty, and particularly, the land baron
Richard M. King. Colonel Powers, “The Uncrowned King of the Tamaulipas Cession,” acquired
tens of thousands of acres as a land lawyer. Dougherty too manipulated the American legal
system to sequester his riches. In King’s case, one paperman put it best when he wrote that
King’s neighbors would, “mysteriously vanish whilst his territory extends over entire
counties.”143
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This brief survey of Haynes’s land agency does not exhaust the numerous cases in which
he was involved from the early 1850s thru the mid-1880s. That study merits a systematic and
comprehensive analysis of its own. Still, my focus has pithily encompassed his agency from the
initial phase of the confirmation process up to 1857. Up to this point, Haynes evidently won the
trust of most Tejano landholders. So why was Haynes’s land adjudication agency impartial to the
Spanish and Mexican heirs? It does not seem that his motives derived from economic profit.
Rather, they possibly stemmed from his political ambitions. Ultimately, whether Haynes was
motivated by economic profit or political aspirations, his land agency is important to the land
history of South Texas.
In 1871, Haynes was appointed by the Governor and Texas General Land Office to
translate, transcribe, and bound land-grants from the archives of the five original settlements
from the province of Nuevo Santander that dated to the 1767 Spanish Crown’s Visita General—
which signifies a historical nexus between José de Escandón’s colonial-era villas del norte and
Tejano history.144

The Making of a South Texas Representative
Through an analytical examination of the purposed objectives presented in this chapter, it
seems almost certain that Haynes served as a lieutenant of Mississippi Volunteers in the U.S.Mexico War. His war-time combat and early history on the border pushed him towards a life of
adventure and danger. His political arbitration as a land agent shaped the initiating phase of his
ambitions to become a South Texas Representative. It can be argued that his involvement and
participation in the Territorial Movement of 1850 and in the War of Plan de la Loba, serve as the
two major factors in his emended stance on filibustering. Because the failures of both campaigns,
in the context of his time, came to define disloyalty to state and country as well as misguided
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fortune-hunters set out to raid and plunder, and thus contradict his pride and patriotism as an
American citizen-soldier.
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CHAPTER V
A QUAKER INFLUENCE IN TEXAS, 1836-1861

“Her house was the home of the stranger, and many a way-worn traveler
will bear witness to her deeds of kindness and love.”

Obituary of Mrs. Lydia A. Evans Stout,
January 3, 1860

J. L. Haynes arrived at Texas a Protestant. Regarding Haynes’s former life as a
slaveholder, slave schedules do not show he held slaves in Texas.1 African Americans in Texas,
no doubt, lived at the bottom of a society more concerned with economic gain and a sense of
supremacy than the eradication of bondage. Many Latinos were not much higher up the social
ladder; lingering in the shadow of slavery. Debt-peonage, a form of economic-bondage, was used
to justify the ills of the peculiar institution. Making a new start, Haynes left everything behind in
Mississippi. In his new life he crossed paths with a New York and Pennsylvania Quaker family.
During the 1850s, a whirlwind of ambiguity shrouded over the American nation. Slavery,
states’ rights and the economic development of the nation, were categorically, the critical issues
taking center stage. In the South Texas-Tamaulipas region, times were also rapidly changing.
While Tejanos and blacks had in many aspects been discriminated against since the birth of the
Texas Republic and before, this decade reached a feverish pitch in Anglo-Texan xenophobia.
Living in these times, Haynes faced arduous decisions that were sure to change his life. He sold a
successful mercantile business to dedicate his energies to public service, predominantly,
representing Latinos. Yet, what shaped Haynes’s political ambitions and opportunism to align
with his political thought, resulting in his political identity and becoming a Texas Unionist?
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What follows is an evaluation and analysis of some major factors that help constitute the
foundations for Haynes’s unionist sentiments. As a result, this chapter traces the Evan’s and
Well’s journey to Texas; provides a glimpse into the marriage of J. L. Haynes and Angelica
“Van Buren” Wells Haynes; gauges the development of Haynes’s political opportunism;
examines his tenure as Starr County Representative in the 7th and 8th House of Representatives;
presents his vociferous opposition to secession built on an argument of economic prudence; and
lastly, interprets the influence made upon Haynes by the Evans and Wells Quaker families.
A Quaker Family’s Odyssey
In Philadelphia, Philadelphia County, Pennsylvania, lived an unwavering Quaker family.
Gen. Samuel G. Evans came of age when he served in the Third Continental Light Dragoons
during the Revolutionary War. He saw action in North Carolina at the Battle of Cowpens and
Guilford’s Court House. Under the command of Lt. Col. William Washington, a cousin to
George Washington, Evans lost his right leg at the Battle of Eutaw Springs.2 At the end of the
war, while living in Philadelphia, Samuel married Nancy Clough, also of Quaker descent.
According to the “American Historical Register, of February 1896,” Gen. Evans, “commanded
the militia which escorted General Lafayette to Chester on his visit to the U.S. in 1824-1825.”3
In mid-December 1785, Samuel and Nancy welcomed their first son, Musgrove Evans.
Soon after, a daughter was born, named for her mother. In 1797, born sixth and the last girl, was
Lydia. The pair had a total of eight children; five boys and three girls. By his early twenties,
Musgrove took interest in surveying and civil engineering. At age twenty-five, he wed Abigail
“Abi” Brown on July 21, 1811, in Philadelphia, four years her elder. “Abi’s” brother was Maj.
General Jacob Jennings Brown, the commanding general of the U.S. Army in the War of 1812.
As a surveyor, Musgrove encouraged numerous Quaker families—including his own—to
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migrate to the town of LeRay, Jefferson County, New York. By 1820, he and “Abi” appeared on
the census of Lyme, New York.4
Two years later a grave fever swept through LeRay, killing many. In 1823, Musgrove
ventured to Michigan. He built a gristmill in Detroit three years later. He is credited with
“establishing the first mail and stagecoach line from Detroit to Chicago.”5 In 1824, he founded
the town of Tecumseh, Michigan—named for the Shawnee chief. This act shows that
Musgrove’s character possessed verisimilitude, since Tecumseh had fought for the British in the
War of 1812.6 At age forty-five in 1831, he acquired land grants in Texas. Unfortunately, though,
in early March 1832, “Abi” died. Two years after, Musgrove and his seven children left
Michigan and settled at Fayette County, Texas. Other members of the Evans were to follow.
During the mid-1820s in LeRay, Gen. Samuel G. Evans’s daughter Nancy married James
Abraham “Jacob” Wells, a Pennsylvania Quaker and physician. From 1826-1834, the couple had
four daughters; Clarissa, Mary Ann, Sophia, and Adeline. And on February 23, 1835, a baby girl,
Angelica Irene Evans Wells, was born. She was named after Angelica Singleton Van Buren, who
served as the First Lady of the U.S. during the Van Buren administration.7 Of Dutch heritage on
their paternal side, the girls were grand-nieces of “Old Kinderhook,” Martin Van Buren. James,
Nancy, their five daughters, and their aunt Lydia, now age thirty-eight, either saddle-tripped
virtually 2,000 miles, possibly trotting the Natchez Trail, or boarded a schooner, to make a new
start in the Lone Star State. A part of the great migration who wrote “GTT,” or Gone to Texas,
on their doors, figuratively speaking, the Religious Society of Friends arrived on the bluff west
of the Colorado opposite the town of La Grange, Fayette County. Within one year of their
arrival, sadly, Nancy and her new-born boy were dead.
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Swept by the tide of Texan Independence, Musgrove’s first child, Samuel Brown Evans,
at age twenty-four, joined Travis’s and Bowie’s forces as a rifleman to guard the Alamo. On
March 6, 1836, Samuel was killed in action as one of the first defenders.8 His Irish-born uncle,
Robert Evans, who was twelve years his elder and fell valiantly during the siege, held the rank of
major and served as chief ordinance officer at the Alamo. Of Samuel, who was named after his
paternal grand-father who served as a general in the Colonial army, and who was a maternal
grandson to Jacob Brown of War of 1812 fame, one contemporary historian wrote that, “Fighting
for liberty was in Samuel Evans’ blood.”9
Determined to strike back at the Mexican Army, Musgrove enlisted as a physician in the
Texan army at age fifty and fought at San Jacinto. He served in Capt. Alfred Henderson Wyly’s
Second Regiment Volunteer Company.10 For his involvement he obtained more land. Through
his political connections and friendship with Sam Houston, Musgrove was appointed the second
auditor of the Lone Star Republic in 1839.11 He became a judge, and in 1840 married a secondtime, to Catherine D. Howe Richardson. She was the first adult baptized at St. David’s Church in
Austin.12
Meanwhile, as the Republic of Texas was formed in 1836, the seventh president of the
United States’ time in office expired. Hence, his vice-president and successor, Van Buren,
confronted the matter of Texas annexation. In the fall of 1837, Mississippian Memucan Hunt,
traveled to Washington and proposed the annexation of Texas. To dodge the slavery question,
Van Buren shelfed the issue.13 Ultimately, Texas was admitted into the Union as the twentyeighth state eight years thereafter. After nine years as an independent republic, Texas inherited
the South’s angst of sectional divide that shaped its path in the antebellum era. With annexation,
America inherited the Texas-Mexico border conflict over the disputed territory.
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When the war between the United States and Mexico broke out, James A. Wells joined
General Taylor’s army and served as a surgeon. During this time, he met J. L. Haynes. In
Mexico, both men gained a mutual respect. Back in the Lone Star State, “Aunt Lydia” as she was
known, played a significant role in caring for a minimum of twelve fledging nieces and nephews.
In October 1845, she wed David R. Stout, a widowed Kentuckian and father of a teenaged son
named John.14 Three years later, at about age fifty-four, James returned to Fayette County where
he continued to practice medicine. However, that was not the last he heard of from J. L. Haynes.
This Quaker family’s odyssey had reached its permanent destination.

Angelica
During James Well’s service with Taylor’s forces in Mexico, “Aunt Lydia” raised
Angelica and her sisters as her own opposite the town of La Grange, Fayette County. By the
early 1850s, James’ small physician’s practice on the scenic bluff of the Colorado River was
apparently a success. The Sixth U.S. census shows his value of real estate at $700. In mid-July
1850, except for Adeline, his daughters resided at home.15 Next door lived Lydia, also known as
“Liddy.” The Wells’ girls often accompanied “Aunt Lydia” in prayer. “And nobly did she
discharge the important duty of educating and training the [five] daughters,” it was said, “to
occupy respectable stations in the Church and in the world.”16 By this time Angelica, or “Abby,”
was fifteen years of age.
Further south, John L. Haynes witnessed a variety of religions come together along the
Rio Grande in this time. Church services were important for many and provided a link for
educational development. The Oblates of Mary Immaculate began their Texas mission in 1849.
Within six years, they established a school at Galveston, then Brownsville ten years later.17
Alongside Catholics, Texas Protestants, including Baptists, Methodists, Presbyterians, and
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Episcopalians, also contributed in the realm of education. At Brownsville and Austin, the
American Sunday School Union stockpiled over 1,000 books.18 Several European immigrants,
such as, Germans, Norwegian, Swedish, and Danish followed Lutheran teachings. The first
Lutheran church in Texas dates to 1851. Before Haynes’s arrival at Texas, Methodists opened
the first Protestant College at La Grange.
The New York native Well’s sisters began to marry amid the 1850s. James’ eldest
daughter of twenty-four years, Clarissa or “Clara” was courted by South Carolina-born farmer
Thomas C. Collins, who was fifteen years her elder. They eventually married.19 By December
11, 1850, Mary Ann and Angelica relocated to Rio Grande City. Mary Ann married William S.
Osbourne, a carpenter from Kentucky. Henceforth, she and “Abby” lived in a house of seven,
including William’s young sons Theodore and William; and merchants Nathan Mitchell and
John L. Haynes.20 Soon after J. L. was drawn to young Angelica’s sweet smile and kind heart.
James Wells’ friendship and respect for Haynes during the Mexican War may have been why he
approved of John’s marriage proposal to his youngest daughter.
By now John L. was certain to have met “Aunt Lydia,” who he would come to greatly
appreciate. A woman who “never wavered in her course” she upheld her “Christian profession
with strict integrity.”21 Although J. L. was twenty-nine years old and Angelica was sixteen, for
some reason or another the Evans and Wells accepted John as an honorable and virtuous man.
With her family’s blessing the couple married at Rio Grande City.22 On Wednesday, March 5,
1851, a calm breeze circulated thru the windows of the small chantry where John and Angelica
exchanged vows. If the couple held a gathering to celebrate their special occasion, it is probable
that some of the wedding guests included some of their Tejano neighbors; the Garzas, Ramos,
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Salazar’s, or Cavazos.23 Nevertheless, John L’s marriage to Angelica brought him an array of
steadfast Unionist family members.
Sometime in 1851 Angelica and John expected their first child. Presumably at the latter
end of the year while the “Merchant’s War” raged on, Angelica fell ill, which brought about a
premature birth, as had happened to her mother Nancy in 1836 when “Abby” was one year old.
In Camargo, for John and Angelica the Texas-Mexico borderlands shook with great pain as their
daughter was still-born. Young Angelica survived. John L. laid his infant to the earth. He named
her “Perdida,” or lost one. Perdida was never forgotten, as her bereft father wrote her name in the
family Bible.

Figure 11. Excerpt from the passport of Robert Anderson Haynes, 1919. Perdida’s name can vaguely be seen. 24
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Back in Holmes County, Mississippi, the next year, James M. named his first-born son
John, in honor of his brother. James worked as a sheriff’s deputy and maintained correspondence
with John, who always tried to persuade his intrepid brother back to the adventurous life on the
Rio Grande frontier. At Rio Grande City on Wednesday July 22, 1853, Angelica gave birth to a
boy, who was named James John. Two years subsequent on August 17, the couple welcomed
their second son, Henry Malcolm, at Fayette County. And on November 25, 1858, at Travis
County, another boy arrived, named Leonard.25 J. L. was a traditional man, because he named his
first two sons after his ancestors.

Figure 12. Stained glass-window dedicated to John L. Haynes, at St. David’s Church, Austin, TX.
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Few Quakers lived in Texas until after the “War Between the States.” Yet Angelica’s
uncle Musgrove Evans arrived in 1834, some fifteen years before the Quaker Mifflin Kenedy.
Haynes’s experience with Angelica’s family brought him in contact with state leaders. It is
feasible that his friendship with Sam Houston serves as one example. In Fayette County, J. L.
also interacted with European immigrants. Many Germans held Unionist sympathies. Some of
these “free thinkers” amenably opposed slavery. In any event, Musgrove died in the summer of
1855.26 He was sixty-nine. A righteous man and real American innovator, he sacrificed much for
Texas and the Union. The abolitionist seeds Musgrove planted continued to sprout thru the
teachings of his sister Lydia. Although Haynes was not an abolitionist, his life with Angelica
brought him closer to his Unionist sentiments and toleration of ethnic diversity.
“Este Partido Bárbaro y Cruel”
Fourteen years after the death of the American Party, usually called the Know-Nothing
movement, Haynes encouraged what he termed “our fellow-citizens of Mexican descent” to
partake in the political matters of the nation, to ensure the border its due share of representation.
Published in Spanish in 1871 in the Brownsville Weekly Ranchero and Republican, he pointed to
frontier instability, cattle thefts, and other reasons as to why effectual representation was needed.
In his letter, Haynes candidly denounced Democratic candidate John Hancock and favored the
Republican nominee, Edward Degener, for Congress from the Fourth District. Haynes reminded
his readers that “Juez Hancock” was nominated by the “know-nothing” movement in 1855.
Because Hancock “never renounced the principles” of that party, Haynes said, was “more than
sufficient reason why” he did not warrant the frontier vote. The “guiding principle” of “that
intolerant body” he penned, “was to deprive foreign-born inhabitants of their rights to acquire
citizenship, vote and hold office; and to even rob native-born citizens of these privileges if they
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embraced the Roman Catholic religion.”27 This American nativist and national political platform
was alive in Texas from 1854 to 1857.
A close examination of Haynes’s enmity and ire toward this secretive fraternal order
helps to explain the strongest component in the development of his political opportunism. While
other factors played a role, Know-Nothing anti-foreigner propaganda struck the state like a wave
from the Epic of Gilgamesh. Most scholars attribute the party’s main attraction to what historian
James Marten describes as a “Unionist foil to the growing radicalism of Democrats.”28 The
erosion of the Whig Party, their neutrality toward slavery and opposition to secession, also lured
many Texans to the Know-Nothing shoreline. Landing in the east at Washington-on-the Brazos,
the group first met in the summer of 1855 to delegate candidates for state and federal offices,
under the ruse of a river-improvements conference.29 The following year the order assembled at
the state capital. When questioned on the substance of their ideas, members often retorted, “I
know nothing.” Appalled by the movement’s blatant proscription and prejudice, Haynes was
presented with an opportune time to voice his political concerns. By the same token, the nativist
climate presented charlatans and bigots a vehicle to drive out the first true settlers of Texas who
in their eyes became the “foreigners.”
Haynes noted that in 1854, a series of meetings convened in Texas, bent on the punitive
expulsion of the Tejano population. At Austin, organizers moved to implement a directive to
evict them as “Pariahs from our midst.” Similarly, a committee met at Bastrop, where Haynes’s
“old friend” and San Jacinto veteran, Capt. Jesse Billingsley, persuaded “them that all the
Mexicans in Texas ‘belonged to Santey Anney’s army.’” In Matagorda, Guadalupe, Uvalde, and
Colorado counties, residents campaigned to banish the Spanish-speaking inhabitants from the
state. The common thread that tied these conventions together was sewn by slaveholders
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intending to counter and contend “with the immense influx of white labor from other countries.”
In Haynes’s estimation, the Tejano population “number at least twenty-five thousand souls and
possess great wealth in land and stock. But their wealth and their industry [instead] of being a
protection, were rather a source of danger. Their labor could be replaced with [Congo’s] and
ribbed nosed [baboons], and their lands would be much cheaper if they could not enjoy them . . .
The virulent practical Know-Nothingism which characterized these meetings aroused the
passions of the people, so easily excited upon this subject, and its evil fruit was the Cart War,
which shortly followed.30
The ethnocentrism of “Know-Nothing” propaganda—which instigated the Cart War—
was intensified by white Texans who scorned Mexican-Texans empathies toward black slaves.
Texas traveler Fredrick Law Olmsted correctly summed up the latter’s acceptance of blacks as
equals when he observed that “they consort freely with the negroes, making no distinction from
pride or race.”31 What whites feared most, though, was that the Tejano’s antipathy toward the
“peculiar institution” could encourage slave insurrections. By 1860 slaves totaled about 182,566
or 30% of the state populace.32 Few, however, lived in the southern region due to the proximity
to Mexico which presented greater opportunity for escape—by 1855 over 4,000 escaped there.33
Angry whites blamed Tejanos for assisting runaway slaves via a so-called underground railroad.
For their consideration of blacks, Olmstead wrote, Mexicans were regarded by white Texans
“not as heretics or heathen to be converted with flannel and tracts, but rather as vermin to be
exterminated.”34 Know-Nothing ethnic and racial hatred further embittered a tenuous TejanoAnglo relation. And fell in line with white’s portrayal of Tejanos as disloyal.
“I do not believe the charges brought against the Mexicans” Haynes responded, “because
they are contrary to the evidence and my own knowledge and experience of the people.” He
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refuted the “charge of tampering with slaves,” by citing a case of one recaptured “fugitive.”35
Chief Justice of Webb County, Santos Benavides, “caught one and delivered him to his master in
Live Oak County” and refused to collect a “fee or reward,” he said. Of slavery, most citizens of
“Mexican origin,” he continued, “desire its introduction into the country.”36 Haynes’s inflated
response to these accusations suggests an attempt to ideologically depict them as loyal Texans.
Whether his obstinate defense of Tejanos was political or principled is left up to interpretation.
The fact that white Texans used such imputations as economic pretexts to persecute Tejanos is
less opaque.
The “Cart War” of 1857 is one prime example of such violence in the antebellum era.
Although most Tejanos endured dejected economic positions—chiefly affected by the Anglo
techniques of swindling them out of their lands or employing legal mechanisms such as the
sheriff’s sale to defray unresolved taxes or personal liabilities—about 60% supported their
families as arrieros, or carters.37 Geographically, from the gulf at Indianola to San Antonio and
into the Texas interior Tejano teamsters dominated the skilled labor of transporting goods on
carts with wheels five to seven feet high pulled by ox and mules.38 Invidious Anglo freighters
unable to compete efficiently or economically began what some termed “a campaign of death”
against Tejano fleteros.39 Beginning in July, masked gangs (using gunnysacks to hide their faces)
slayed at least seventy-five Tejano carters.40 Among the victims was a prominent Bexareño
named Antonio Delgado.41
At the end of November, Gov. Elisha M. Pease finally acted by dispatching military
escorts to curb “such outrages” and to restore order.42 Haynes believed Pease’s “energetic”
response suppressed the violence, “which would there have spread over the land.”43 However,
Pease’s plea for the legislature to appropriate funds to send a company of Rangers to the area
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transpired only after the Mexican minister to the U.S. applied political pressure. And while the
violence subsided, the security forces helped to reestablish the commerce rather than safeguard
the Tejano’s political rights.44 In the end, this episode of violence resulted in Anglo freighters
taking control of the crucial South Texas trade route and monopolization of the carting industry.
This oppressive chapter in Tejano history spawned from the iniquitous hype of, in
Haynes’s words, “that intolerant . . . barbaric and cruel party” known as the Know-Nothings.45
The party’s impact on the Texas political arena was that it pushed the state Democratic Party to
“develop an effective political organization.”46 Its backward message has a contemporary ring:
“make America great again.” Nonetheless, echoing scholar Greg Cantrell’s revisionist analysis
of the groups most famous member, Sam Houston; “He stands as one of the more open-minded
and tolerant major figures in nineteenth-century American public life.”47 In the case of TejanoAnglo relations, what does such a statement say of the foresightedness of John L. Haynes?

Tejano Representative
As previously mentioned, the feverish climate in white Texan xenophobia amid the 1850s
carved a path of political opportunism for Haynes. He responded enthusiastically. By 1857, he
sold his merchant’s business which was prospering economically due to the steamboat traffic on
the Rio Grande. Having lived in Rio Grande City since late 1848, Haynes was well-acquainted
with many inhabitants of South Texas. Making his move to enter the state political dome he
threw his hat into the race of the Seventh Legislature in the House of Representatives, from the
predominantly Tejano county of Starr. He ran as a Democrat and was elected.48 Thus, he
replaced the counties outgoing representative, Anthony Banning Norton. At age thirty-six,
Haynes’s political will led him to a new phase in his life as an elected state official.
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On November 2, 1857, the regular session of the Seventh Legislature opened. In his term
as a rookie legislator, Haynes held seats on the Tax Laws and Payment of Taxes Upon Real
Estate, Judicial Districts, and Military Affairs committees. James Marten, in his article on
Haynes, makes a slight mistake when he states that Haynes served on the Federal Relations
committee. Whereas this technicality may not seem substantial, Marten continues to write that as
a member of this committee Haynes “participated in writing resolutions urging Congress to
accept the pro-slavery Lecompton Constitution in Kansas and recommending that Texas
cooperate with other southern states as the sectional conflict deepened.”49 The significance of
clarifying this oversight nullifies the mischaracterization of Haynes’s thoughts toward secession.
One problem facing the inhabitants of the Rio Grande frontier was the “large number of
prisoners confined in temporary prisons.” As a result, Haynes’s first legislative act was his
introduction of a bill aimed to “relinquish the State taxes for the years 1858 and ‘59” to the
counties of Starr, Hidalgo, and Cameron. The purpose of Haynes’s bill was to obtain funds to
build “good and substantial jails,” according to the Finance Committee, which recommended its
passage on November 24, 1857, eleven days from its introduction.50
Haynes also participated in determining the jurisdictions in which criminal offenses and
civil cases were litigated as a member of the Judicial Districts Committee. In the committee of
Military Affairs, he helped make decisions regarding the security of Texas and the organization
of military companies. Two respective examples follow. The Senate referred one bill to this
committee asking for the governor’s authorization to “order out mounted Volunteers on the
South-western frontier,” and another to “incorporate the Alamo Rifles.” Laboring on the
committee on Tax Laws and Payments of Taxes Upon Real Estate, Haynes was selected to a
five-member Joint committee to amend the state tax law. The committee found from “authentic
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sources” that of an estimated “68,000,000 acres of land” qualified to be taxed, “taxes were paid
only on 46,000,000 acres.” They calculated, at “$1.47 per acre,” upon “$30,000,000 of property
. . . not one cent of tax is collected.” Haynes and the committee determined that at around
“$25,000,000 more in the increase of valuation of soil” taxed “then our taxes can be lowered,
and the warm-graduations of a tax-ridden people” within Texas’s boundaries can be received.51
Regarding land boundaries, legislator Haynes’s idea was to create a county formed out of
Starr and Webb counties, to be in the Twelfth Judicial District. An insight to his character is
revealed in his December bill when he proposed the name of the future county. He recommended
Zapata County “(in honor of Antonio Zapata),” the legendary hero who fought to establish the
Republic of the Rio Grande.52 Six weeks thereafter on January 22, 1858, the legislature passed a
resolution confirming the creation of said county, which was consolidated in April of that year.53
As for the extensive and heated debates about Mexican American land-title confirmation,
the Tejano Representative delivered his loudest comment in the regular session on Thursday,
December 17, 1857. That day the House of Representatives debated a bill presented by Haynes
the previous month, which “entitled an act to relinquish the right of the State to certain lands.” At
the core of the issue was the report and documentary evidence “lost or destroyed” that was
collected during the land-title investigation of the second Board of Commissioners from 18541855. Haynes, who served as the Secretary of the Board, “has given his evidence in the matter,”
stated Speaker of the House, William S. Taylor. The Seminole Wars soldier continued, “And we
are satisfied, from the evidence of Mr. Haynes, that the titles included . . . should be confirmed.”
In the best interest of Texas, “our land titles should be quieted,” the Speaker concluded.
Ultimately, Haynes’s substitute bill was conveyed back to the House, which solidly endorsed its
passage.54
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Haynes combined his representation of Tejano property rights with their voting rights in a
Spanish printed message to his “Fellow Citizens of Starr County,” dated July 10, 1859. A close
analysis of his address supplies a unique example reverse from scholar Arnoldo de Leon’s
accurate picture that 19th century “Anglo politicians saw the Mexican as one to be ‘voted’ by
them in the interest of maintaining white supremacy.”55 Specifically, Haynes saw the Tejano as
one to challenge the ruling elites’ anti-Latino mindset and stance on the looming sectional crisis,
by voting in their best interests. Haynes pointed out that W. S. Oldham, State Gazette editor, was
a leader of the Austin 1854 meeting aimed to expel them from Texas. And that Democratic party
chairman John Marshall’s “News,” refers to citizens of “Mexican origin” as ‘“the greasers.’” He
also informed his constituents of the radical Democrats desires to reopen the African slave trade
and corral Tejanos into a system of peonage. The Representative then satirically asked, “Perhaps
you want to be reduced to slavery because of these ambitious revolutionaries?” It was in their
best interest, he implored, to vote for Sam Houston and A. J. Hamilton in the next election.
Animating Tejanos to exercise their vote, Haynes concluded, based on “reason and justice, we
will march united to the polls to vote in favor of our true friends, and to bury our enemies in
disgrace and confusion.”56
Despite Houston and Hamilton not winning the Starr County vote, Haynes won reelection
to the Eighth Legislature over two opponents by an overwhelming margin of 96.1% in 1859.57
As a sophomore legislator, Haynes served on the committees on Apportionment, County and
County Boundaries, and Privileges and Elections. Two examples related to the first committee
include 200 copies of the 1858 Texas census returns being printed on Haynes’s motion. Second,
his amendment recommending that 500 copies of a message by Gov. Runnels be printed in the
Spanish language was adopted.58 Haynes’s inclusion of Latinos and foreign languages in the
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state’s legislative structure and his attempted preservation of gains made under Spanish and
Mexican laws, separated him from the archetypal Anglo Texan legislator of the day, and molded
his political identity. Haynes was not only fluent in the Spanish language, he also embraced and
appreciated Tejano customs and moral codes, and his platform challenged white supremacy.

Federal Figure Rising
Tejano inclusion in the state political institution was not the only issue weighing heavily
on Haynes’s mind in the fall of 1859. Secession drew the next fire. The causal study of secession
in Texas allows us to bypass a social-historical argument of the motion that precipitated a
distinct mood of ambivalence.59 On a national scale, the friction amid the Kansas-Nebraska Act
of 1854 and the Missouri Compromise of 1820, the Supreme Court case of Dred Scott v. Sanford
(1857), John Brown’s raid on Harper’s Ferry, and Abraham Lincoln’s election to the presidency
in 1860, were hefty components that escalated a sectional divide. As a merchant in antebellum
Texas who had abandoned the tenets of slaveholding, Haynes lived among a white agricultural
society that emulated the values of the economic system of the Deep South.
A part of the cotton frontier, most Texans deemed secession imperative to the economy
and to its future development.60 From a geographical perspective, historian Charles Ramsdell
argues that slavery in the Lone Star state was reaching its natural limitations by the late 1850s.61
Randolph B. Campbell, however, asserts that despite any “natural boundaries, slavery and cotton
had great potential for continued expansion in Texas after 1860.”62 Still, the cotton-plantation
system in Texas augmented the cash-crop’s yield per year from 58,000 bales in 1850 to over
430,000 bales by the eve of the Civil War.63 The bulk of cotton production during the antebellum
was concentrated in the south-central part of the state.
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In the Texas-Mexico border region, Haynes’s Latino constituents were not economically
dependent on slavery or “King Cotton.” Thus, most did not believe secession was vital to the
economic development of South Texas. Tending to livestock, carting, or as laborers, few could
afford to own slaves. Along the villas and ranchos in an area extending from Webb County to the
coast, merely fourteen slaves were enumerated on the Eighth Census of the U.S.—all held by
Anglos in the Rio Grande valley counties of Hidalgo, Cameron, and Starr. Important to note,
citizens of Mexican origin did not prodigiously seem to favor withdrawal from the Union as a
review of frontier county voting patterns suggests.64 By February 1861, Tejanos were swept
under the fire-breathing rug of secession, nonetheless.
Seven months earlier in North Texas, Benjamin Franklin Terry of Tarrant County and
Benjamin McCulloch of Guadalupe County, “entered into one of the foulest conspiracies”
Haynes thought, “that has ever disgraced the annals of civilization.” Amid a sweltering July heat,
a plot formed against slaves and abolitionists, known as “the fire and poison raid.” Southernrights extremists accused black arsonists and white sympathizers of burning towns and poisoning
wells and springs, and inciting a slave insurrection. Vigilance committees assembled over the
state and a reign of terror trailed. “Not a particle of evidence was produced to justify the
allegations set up,” affirmed Haynes, “except the confessions wrung from the slaves under the
torture of the lash.” The Democratic media “gloated over” every act “of cowardly slaughter” and
treated the entire topic “as a theme for humor.” One example Haynes provides came from the
Austin State Gazette, which published the comment of a Mississippi editor that jested, “the
negroes of Texas are dancing to the music of the cracking of the necks of the abolitionists.”
W.R.D. Ward of Marshall wrote the New York Day Book stating that “only” ten white “Northern
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Lincolnites,” and sixty-five blacks whom had been sentenced in the court of “Judge Lynch . . .
were burnt or hung.”65
At the other end of such “inhuman atrocity,” Haynes found a comment in the London
Times: “We thus see that Mexico,” though in a revolutionary state “by its military brigands,”
could be heralded “as a model of civilization in contrast” with their neighbors to the north.
Because Haynes had voiced his opposition to “These neck-cracking mobocrats,” the vigilance
committee of Terry’s Tarrant County forewarned that the writers of the “Austin Intelligencer”
were “placed on a list of persons whose future course is to be carefully watched by the proper
committee.” Haynes recalled the threat and replied, “It would well become these men to wash
the innocent blood from their own hands before they lift them up to high heaven for vengeance,
lest the bolt fall upon their own heads.”66 Moreover, such committees running rampant across the
Lone Star state mirrored, “the reign of Nero with the horrible feature of a multitude of fiddlers,
instead of a single tyrant,” Haynes went on to say.67 The slave panic of 1860, more popularly
known as the “Texas Troubles,” subsided by mid-September, as fire-eaters and abolitionists
turned their attention to the upcoming presidential election.68
A close analysis of Haynes’s support for John Bell in the presidential election of 1860
signifies his political ideology was engrained in Whig principles, not in Jacksonian idealism as
James Marten argues. Furthermore, Marten compartmentalizes Haynes as a Jacksonian Democrat
when he refers to Congressman Andrew J. Hamilton as his “model” and “mentor” on the topic of
politics.”69 Although Haynes did espouse some of the same ideas against secession as Hamilton,
he did not agree with Hamilton’s decision to campaign for Stephen A. Douglas for president in
1860. In Starr County, Haynes’s certitude to push his own political philosophy clearly influenced
Tejanos to a large extent. During the key presidential race of 1860, Tejanos organized a Union
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club. While less than 60% of registered voters appeared at the polls, nominee John Bell carried
the county with three-fourths of the vote—Starr was one of only three Texas counties where the
Bell-Everitt ticket was successful.70
Like other members of the Constitutional Union Party in Texas, Haynes’s preceding
affiliation with the Whig party was evident. As a duo of historians put it, Democrats believed
“Constitutional Unionists were simply Whigs in new garb.”71 However, the heterogeneity of
Whig ideology among party leaders may explain Bell’s nomination and the botch to focus on
Unionism promptly in the campaign. On the one hand, of the delegates at the national convention
in Baltimore, Benjamin H. Epperson of Red River County and Texas Supreme Court Judge
Lemuel D. Evans, had adhered to the American Party. On the other hand, Anthony B. Norton,
editor of the Austin Southern Intelligencer, was a strident disciple of Henry Clay.72 Ex-Whig
Haynes, wrote editorials in the Intelligencer that maintained a Whig ideology in opposition to
strong government. The “Southern-Ultraists . . . agrarian higher-lawism,” he argued, was striving
to interpolate “a strong government,” parallel “to some of the monarchial institutions of Europe,”
and schemed to “base the new empire of cotton, rice and sugar.” Haynes steeled his beliefs—and
probably held Latinos in mind—through a calculation of suffrage amid the Greek republics, and
his analogues argument that a “Southern Confederacy” would ultimately leave the popular will
of the people at the mercy of a military despot.

In the most liberal (political) period of the Athenian republic, 317 years
before the Christian era, but 21,000 persons could vote of a population of
500,000. 444 years before CHRIST, by far the most splendid era of
Athenian glory, PERICLES reduced the number of voters to 14,000, or one
in 40 of the population. In England, about one in 20 people vote at the
elections. Sparta was still less liberal than Athens. HERODOTUS says that
in Laconia, during the wars with Persia, but 8,000 persons—16,000 free male
citizens being excluded. The number of Spartan voters, by the year 369 B. C.,
had fallen to 2,000; the number diminished, in half a century, to 1,000, and,
244 years B. C., there was but 700 voters. Thus [,] did the people, by degrees,
lose all their power, and fall into the hands of despots. 73
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In a letter to London’s The Era, Haynes fused his Whig ideology of separation of powers with
his hostility toward the Texas ruling gentry. Converging on the issue of education, he attacked
the “ascendancy of the slaveocracy and the ignorant brutalization of the ‘mere masses,’” in the
elites’ design to initiate a rebellion “against the most benign and paternal Government the world
has ever seen.” He reasoned, “marked efforts have been made to build up universities and higher
seats of learning, where the humble poor would have no chance of educating their children, but
where the rich slaveholders could send theirs,” thus curbing all “education to that class of
community.”74 His intellectual writings drew the attention of the New York Times, which offered
top-dollar for his future columns.75 Expeditiously climbing the “Opposition Clique’s” ladder of
leadership, Haynes had clearly solidified his political identity as a Southern Dissenter.
Uprooting his Old South heritage, Haynes impugned the economic prudence of secession.
From Austin, Travis County, where he had been living since the summer of 1860 while serving
as quartermaster of state troops, Haynes meticulously collected data from census returns
(including birth rates), reports from the Adjutant General’s Office, reports of the Comptroller’s
Office, reports of the Postmaster General, national ratios of population among slaves and free
people, muster rolls and value of military property, receipts of cotton, sugar, and molasses
exports and imports, domestic and foreign deficits, value of land and real property and taxable
property, costs of the Ordnance and Medical bureaus, and federal loans to Texas from the
records of the U.S. Treasury, etc. Since no such statistics had ever been collectively compiled in
Texas, the detailed figures shocked William T. Yancey, publisher of The Indianola Courier. In a
piece titled “Texas Dependency,” the editor wrote, Haynes’s economic calculation arguing that
secession “would be both impolite and ungrateful,” depicts Texas as an “overgrown nursling
deriving all its sustenance from the Federal Government;” then more the reason “the sooner she
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[Texas] sets up for herself, and goes to work for her own living the better it will be for all
concerned.” In total disagreement, Capt. F.W. Miner of the Paris Press, wrote that such an
“array of facts and figures . . . we wish could be brought to the notice of every man in Texas.”76
Haynes coalesced his belief that secession would prove to be exorbitantly expense with
his interpretation of liberties guaranteed by the U.S. Constitution. “No man nor any majority of
the people of this State” he penned in an “Address to the People of Starr County,” “can absolve
me from the superior allegiance due to the Constitution and Government under which I was born,
and through which I inherit my present liberties and rights as an American citizen.” Believing
withdrawal from the Union was illegal and financially unbeneficial to frontier protection, he
failed to convince Tejanos of the same, who did not share his sublime ideals. With his voice
drowned out in an ambiance of doubt, Starr Countians chose secession by a vote of 180 to 2.77
From the Secession Convention held at Austin in February 1861, ensued the seizure of all
federal property and the ratification of secession—Texas decreed its Independence on March 5.78
Texas’s historical canon exalts James W. Throckmorton’s outspoken words at the convention in
opposition to disunion. He and other Unionist sympathizers dubbed “The Immortal Seven,” were
defeated in a House vote; 166 to 8.79 Though less courtesy is given to the “Die-Hard Two.” No
other Texan Legislators fought secession as gallantly as John L. Haynes and John Hancock, who
defiantly refused to take the Confederate oath. “I know of but one other member of that
legislature—John L. Haynes—who in like manner refused to take said oath. Both he and I were,
from that time, disallowed our seats as members,” Hancock testified in 1872.80
On December 31, 1860, over three months before the first shot echoed into the harbor of
Charleston, South Carolina, Haynes named his fourth son Robert Anderson, “in honor of the
defender of Fort Sumter.”81 A loyal Unionist, he was no abolitionist. Yet, he did believe that any
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institution that threatened the Union, “must be crushed.”82 Back in Mississippi, his brother Col.
Malcolm D. Haynes served as State Treasurer. Records reveal that he owned nineteen slaves in
1859.83 His brother, James M. Haynes, was elected Holmes County Sheriff in the 1850s, and
served in that capacity until 1860, and is enumerated as owning twenty-two slaves in 1863.84
Although John L. never met either brother on the battlefield, by the Civil War, they were on
opposite sides. So, what moved Haynes to deter from his family’s cultural and political beliefs?

A Pioneer Woman in Texas Has Fallen
Quaker activism in the Americas originates in the late 1600’s and several performed a
key part in the Underground Railroad. During the Revolutionary War, Quakers were prohibited
from holding slaves. In George Washington’s second year as president, this faith lobbied the
new-born federal government to outlaw the practice of slavery. Their beliefs revolved around
human rights and respect of all things living. Quaker philanthropist Elizabeth Fry amid the early
1800s, pushed for prison reformation on two continents. Quaker minister Lucretia Mott helped
lead the movement for women’s rights at Seneca Falls, New York, in 1848. And Susan B.
Anthony, advocated equality and women’s suffrage.85 These progressive Quaker women taught
messages of kindness and love. In her own right, Lydia Evans Stout who spread such views,
belongs to this stamp of pioneer women.
Among the first Quakers in Texas, the Evans and Wells evidently threatened the peculiar
institution. In 1842, a pro-slavery newspaper, the Austin Anti-Quaker briefly appeared in print.86
Be that as it may, by 1859, St. David’s Episcopal Church was established in that city. Set on a
hill, one can imagine the stage coaches and trains of wagons trotting up the rolling mound
overlooking the peaceful meadows. A limestone structure built with an open ceiling, the vestry’s
rafters were visible. Winters made the cement floor especially cold.87 An iron stove was used to
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warm the building. The church had a Sabbath School, and “Aunt Lydia” now in her mid-fifties,
taught there. A founding parishioner, she lived a mile from the church and crossed the ferry
“always at her post in Sunday school.” It was said that her “energy of character was remarkable.”
Lydia’s classroom was composed of eight young boys, who often “met her at the door of the
church, with joy beaming in their faces.” Most knew her as “Aunt Lydia,” and she was a
“general favorite” with all the schoolchildren.88
When state representative John L., Angelica, and their three boys were living in Austin,
he first attended the Christ Church where Rev. Charles Gillette was cleric, in a “courthouse” that
one person illustrated as a “parallelogram with a jail in the rear and as ugly as sin.” The resolve
of his convictions perhaps made it natural for the Southern Protestant “to turn his back on a
fellow-Virginian, the Reverend Edward Fontaine,” who sermonized at the church on the hill, but
he eventually flocked there when his congregation reunited with the Church of the Epiphany, and
it became St. David’s Church.89 The capital was the stronghold for loyal federalists. By then
many state leaders who shared Haynes’s Union sympathies had also made the church on the hill
their parish.
Aunt Lydia’s standing in the church begot Angelica many friendships that would endure
through time. Above all, Mary Bowen, wife of Andrew “Colossal Jack” Hamilton, who referred
to Angelica as her “Chum.” In the Texas Governor’s Wives, Mary B. Hamilton stated that the
renowned novelist Amelia Barr, “taught us history, biography, and along with our geography the
folklore of nations.”90 Other women married to leading Texas Unionists who ran in the same
social circles included Lucadia Pease and Lauren Duvall, to name a few.91 Mary Bowen
Hamilton’s granddaughter said that her grandmother “loved her [Angelica] for her devotion to
her family and for her brave struggle to live beautifully on the little means they had. She was not

128

politically minded or socially ambitious at all, but a quiet, retiring person.”92 In late 1859,
Angelica was twenty-four years of age.
In December of that year, Angelica and her husband were saddened when Aunt Lydia fell
ill. The messages of compassion, kindness, and love that she spread, had touched many lives.
“Her house was the home of the stranger, and many a way-worn traveler” many believed, “will
bear witness to her deeds of kindness and love.” Aunty Lydia did not bear children of her own
but was a mother to those in need. “The sick and the poor” it was well-known, “were objects of
great solicitude to her, and an orphan child seemed to be her peculiar charge.” At her residence,
on December 28, 1859, she died from her brief illness, from which “she suffered much.” Lydia
Evans Stout was sixty-one. Her obituary read: “Of her it may with propriety be said, that a
‘Mother in Israel has fallen.’”93
Aunt Lydia, who was “ardent and unwavering in her friendship,” possibly played an
instrumental role in influencing John L’s gradual shift in his attitude toward slavery. While
Haynes’s economic border gamble after the U.S.-Mexico War had pushed him away from his life
as a slaveholder, the Evans and Wells Quaker influence slowly broadened the distance. She, no
doubt, was of the breed, historian Linda K. Kerber described as, “A Woman of the American
Republic;” who served as the moral conscience of the men.94

Evolution of a Texas Unionist
A glimpse into Haynes’s marriage reveals his covenant bond to a steadfast Union family.
The development of his political opportunism was elevated by a Know-Nothing political climate.
His representation of Latinos at the state-level firmly outlines the shadow of his political identity.
His prudent economic argument versus secession presents a key element to his political thought.
These factors amalgamate to construct four crucial pillars that upheld his Unionist sentiments.
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Figure 13. Stained glass-window dedicated to Mary “Van Buren” Haynes, at St. David’s Church.
Author’s collection.
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By secession, he did not resist slavery from a moral position. It is possible to argue that the
Evans and Wells Quaker influence of kindness, love, and compassion for other ethnicities was a
powerful factor that slowly, but surely, impacted Haynes’s war-time conversion to abolition.
The love of his Quaker wife had conceivably made him a better man.
A Quaker Family’s Legacy
Long after the death of Aunt Lydia, her legacy as a Texas pioneer woman lived on
through the compassionate work of John L. and Angelica’s daughter Mary Van Buren. A unique
example of the Victorian Age, she was a Broadway actress who studied the art at the Emerson
School in Boston and explored the world with the Frawley Company. Not abandoning her
Quaker roots, “this compassionate woman turned her attention to the poor, sick, and miserable
children of Calcutta.” At Calcutta, she endowed a hospital believed to be the “Eden Hospital for
Women and Children.”95 Amid caring for the meek, she fell ill and returned to a hospital in
Baltimore where she died in 1916. Some twenty years later, a young girl named Teresa appeared
in Calcutta, and up to her death in 1997, carried on the altruistic work Mary planted in the soil at
the Eden Hospital for Women and Children, which originated from a Quaker influence in Texas.
“Suffer little children to come unto me.”96
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CHAPTER VI
“JOHNY HAYNES WAS RIGHT IN THE BANDIT’S SIGHT”

“The Immortal Haynes of Star, lies to immortalize . . . the addition must have been made by some of
the better class of Mexican residents on this side, in gratitude to their defender.”

Brownsville American Flag
February 1860

As the Cortina War erupted on the Texas-Mexico border, state legislator John L. Haynes
came to play an integral part in the bloody episode. Rising from the ashes of the political
firestorm in the hot summer of 1859, Haynes shook the foundations of the State House of
Representatives when he argued in the chambers and in the press that the violence stemmed from
“political machinations” led by some Anglo-Texans, who with the assistance of Federal courts,
defrauded Tejanos of their lands.1 In the latter-stages of the conflict, Gov. Sam Houston
appointed him brigadier-general of the 32nd Brigade, and then to the rank of quartermaster of all
state troops on the frontier.2 Due to Haynes’s stance amid the troubles, combined with his fair
representation of Latino rights, he became the target of a doggerel attack in the media. Enemies
frequently slandered his political image expressly after the Starr County “villain” boldly
introduced legislation designed to settle the tangled Spanish, Mexican, and Texas land grants.
To extinguish the flames of rebellion and to re-establish order on the Rio Grande, taking
Haynes’s advice, Governor Houston authorized the formation of a two-man investigative
committee known as the “Rio Grande Commissioners.” For his convictions, Haynes was branded
as the defender of Cortina’s “greaser band/Who shed his country’s blood.” Haynes rhetoricated,
“I ask the appointment of the Board of Commissioners as a matter of justice to all parties. Let the
truth and the whole truth be known, and let justice be done though the heavens fall.”3

137

This chapter aims to reveal Haynes’s motivation for siding with Juan N. Cortina at the
pinnacle of the bloodshed. Was it for political reasons and to “make an important ideological
point,” as historian James Marten wrote?4 In addition, the chapter will examine Haynes’s beliefs
as to the causes of the rebellion. His legislative mediation in the Cortina War and political action
in the Regular Session of the Eighth Legislature of Texas is probed. Next, his public vilification
is assessed. Then, his motivations to expose the secretive Order of the Lone Star of the West and
Knights of the Golden Circle is discussed. Lastly, Haynes’s rise to brigadier-general in the state
militia is briefly reviewed. Attention is placed on Haynes’s resolute political rhetoric.

John L. Haynes and the Origins of the Cortina Rebellion
It is not generally known that Haynes made legislative efforts to broker a peaceful
resolution to end the Cortina Rebellion along the Rio Grande in 1859-1860. As a state
representative for numerous Latinos living on the frontier, Haynes knew as well as anyone that
the “rivalship of peace” of which Ashbel Smith orated, was truly an innately clashing proposal.5
In fact, Anglo Texan ethnic intolerance and racial hatred grew worse in the decade following the
Mexican War. By 1859, the invidious incongruity and inequality among Tejanos and Anglos that
dated back to the days of Martín De León, guilelessly reached a cold war status along the border.
The Cortina War which originated from a private vendetta in this cold war state was termed a
“war of races.” In Haynes’s mind, the effects of the Texas Revolution and “Mexican War . . .
naturally left some acerbity of feelings between those of Mexican origin and those of our own
race.” But in the Trans-Nueces region where Tejanos were a majority, “the acknowledgment of
their rights of property by the Legislature and Judicial departments of the government, were fast
wearing away ancient prejudices and all would have been peace and harmony, but for the
machinations of political demagogues, whose intolerance has aroused this ‘war of races’ tiger.”6
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Despite numeric dominance in South Texas, Tejanos were subjugated to a synthetic
second-class citizenship. Indiscriminate violence became everyday realties perpetrated upon the
vanquished by their conquerors.7 Atrocities committed upon Texas Mexicans by Texas Rangers
further enflamed ethnic tensions. The “Cart War” of 1857 further suppressed them economically.
Haynes watched as the anti-Catholic Know-Nothing crusade worsened Tejano-Anglo relations.
In 1859, however, federal forts along the border had been abandoned.8 In this tense atmosphere,
the assumptions behind white superiority and dominion was challenged by a landed ranchero
named Juan Nepomuceno Cortina, in the form Anglos feared most—force. In the lower valley of
the Rio Grande, American political hegemony and the “peace structure” were threatened.
Haynes’s political activism was about to be pushed to its outer limits.
Becoming somewhat of a maverick, Haynes spent part of the summer of 1859 animating
the Starr County vote and informing his Latino constituents of their political and property rights.
Meanwhile in nearby Cameron County, the civil rights of an old vaquero hung in the balance.
Gabriel Catsil, a transplanted Frenchman who ran a popular Brownsville saloon, accused the old
man of harassment. As a result, Mayor Stephen Powers issued Town Marshal Robert Shears a
warrant for the man’s arrest. On July 13, on Elizabeth street “on the east side of Market Plaza,”
Shears went to arrest the man. Some said the man was inebriated and had a knife. When he
disobeyed, the lawman beat him with the butt of his revolver. Noticing the incident from Catsil’s
bar, Cortina remembered the Tejano to be a one-time ranch-hand for his family’s cattle estate.
Cortina intervened to question the beating. He and the officer heatedly exchanged words. Cortina
then drew his pistol and shot the former Texas Ranger. “I punished his insolence and avenged
my countrymen . . .,” he later remarked. Laying in a pool of blood on the dirt road, the marshal,
who survived, watched Cortina carry off the old vaquero and bolt out of the village.9 Back at
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Starr County, when news of the shooting reached Haynes and other important political players of
the valley, it is doubtful they could have anticipated Cortina’s next move.
As the hot summer passed and the brisker days of autumn arrived, Cortina crossed the
river into Matamoros. There, he was given consent to “raise troops for the Mexican service.”10
Irritated by the racial inequality and some corrupt officials, Cortina decided to strike back at
some personal foes. With a force of seventy men he raided Brownsville on September 28, 1859;
launching the “Cortina War” and enshrining himself in Mexican American popular culture.11
Haynes and Cortina did not know each other personally then. But their paths would cross in a
history written in blood and fire.
True, Cortina was no saint. He had two of the five Anglos he set out for in the raid killed.
Cortina did not pillage the town or commit wholesale murder upon the 2,731 inhabitants at his
mercy, however.12 Two days later, commander-in-chief of the Matamoros infantry and Haynes’s
old commander of the “Merchant’s War,” General Carvajal, galloped into the unnerved town.
He ultimately persuaded the rebel leader’s retreat. In sum, the raid claimed five lives, set free a
dozen inmates, secured munitions, and stirred up a state of virtual warfare. Although he was a
politically motivated “social bandit,” it is Cortina’s military prowess as a guerilla-warlord for
which ballads, or corridos, recall the Tejano folk-hero.13
In a land where hope had little meaning, Haynes realized that Cortina was emerging as a
symbol of heroism for many of the poorer and less-fortunate Latinos on both sides of the river.
On September 30, 1859, from Rancho del Carmen, his base of operations and mother’s estate, set
nine miles northwest of Brownsville, Cortina dictated his first proclamation, or pronunciamiento.
“In his proclamation,” Haynes explained, Cortina “asserts that he is fighting a few speculators,
associated by a multitude of lawyers, who are endeavoring to rob the Mexicans of their lands.”
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Cortina’s pushback could not only lead to an increase of his troop count, but more significantly,
it could elevate levels of morale; affording a cause worthy of belief, for those who had none.
“As all men will fight with more zeal for their homes and firesides than for anything else,”
Haynes would say.14 To be sure, those mostly from the lower echelons of society who were
inspired with hope and pride, flocked to Cortina’s banner. On the other spectrum, influential and
erudite borderlanders such as ex Hidalgo County Chief Justice Teodoro Zamora, and Jesús Ballí,
member of old Tejano landholding families, supported the rebellion from the very beginning.
75% of all recruits came from south of the border, however.15
Anxieties intensified after the September proclamation. Panic-stricken Brownsville
residents fortified the town. One Gulf Coast paper labeled the town “Fort Gringo.”16 Divided by
ethnic lines, at least 100 volunteers came to form two companies of militia. Francisco Yturria, a
prosperous banker and backer of the Brownsville merchant monopolists, headed the unit of
Mexican origin. Quaker rancher Mifflin Kennedy headed the Anglo unit. On a few occasions,
small parties of Cortina’s fighters fired into the town, but did not mount an all-out attack.17
Aware that any response to their petitions for help was several communities away, a committee
of residents anxiously turned once more to General Carvajal. The old warrior answered their cry.
He dispatched fifty Mexican soldiers to help guard the river town in peril.
In Matamoros, one week into October, Cortina entered his old stomping grounds at the
head of a 200-man force. There, he secured crucial sinews of war. On the streets, he was
welcomed as a champion some called “the defender of Mexican rights.”18 Delivering a
thundering strike to the minds and security of his foes, and white supremacy, holistically, the
red-bearded caudillo instilled a fear upon the encroachers that sent many scurrying back above
the Nueces. Not only had Cortina won over multitudes of his compatriots, but, also, according to
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John “Rip” Ford, the 250-mile-wide strip “from Laredo to the mouth of the Rio Grande” was in
the “undisputed possession” of the “great marauding chief.”19
With news of the “insurrection” circulating beyond the Mississippi River, rumors bound
plentiful as to the wanton violence. For example, it was said that his raiders overran Rio Grande
City and went up the road to pillage the bayside village of Corpus Christi. The United States
government’s biggest fear was that the rebels would rendezvous at the exposed Customs House
at Port Isabel; disrupting a trade Haynes estimated to be worth $12,000,000 per year.20 In the
nation’s capital, word that a company of Matamoros troops had occupied Brownsville set-off
immense confusion. At Austin, for legislator Haynes and other leading members of the Houston
camp, it was not soon enough before the recently elected “Old Sam Jacinto” could return to the
helm of state government and restore order.
In the meantime, hostilities increased. The Cortinistas second in command, Tomás
Cabrera, was captured and imprisoned by local officials leading a band of armed volunteers on
October 12. Haynes was all too familiar with the cadre of Cameron County leaders who
responded to the Cortina raid with vigor. Many were fellow-war veterans. One example was
State Representative Edward Dougherty. He pushed a bill that put a $10,000 bounty for Cortina’s
capture although it was rejected by the Senate.21 Others such as Sheriff James G. Browne and
Chief Justice Stephen Powers had led the faction that deceived Haynes during the Territorial
Movement of 1850. Of all the lawyers and land sharks that Haynes dubbed the “Brownsville
imbroglio,” Cortina believed Adolphus Glavecke represented the scourge of dissolute valley land
thieves responsible for the chaos and violence.22 Some of the men of the same stripe whom
Haynes opposed, were the “political demagogues” he denoted. Be that as it may, the Cortinistas
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first lieutenant sat at the stone-built Brownsville jail. Meanwhile, their leader threatened to
envelope the river town in flames if his close friend was not freed.23
In late October, a quasi-militia naming themselves the “Brownsville Tigers” moved
upriver to attack Cortina’s fortifications at Rancho del Carmen. Tejano stock-farmer Antonio
Portillo and his rag-tag posse of over three-dozen joined the Tigers.24 They were also reinforced
by seventy-five Mexican infantrymen sent by General Carvajal. The clique estimated 135 men.
The Tigers’ crossed into the thick mesquite chaparral and attacked Cortina’s army of about 300.
In a torrential rain, a series of blunders resulted in the Tigers’ hasty retreat and loss of their twosmall cannon.25 In sum, the failed “attack” totaled seven casualties, seeped greater doubt as how
to bring Cortina under control, and served to reinvigorate his forces. With the Mexican flag
flying high at Rancho del Carmen, over fifty escapees from Ciudad Victoria prison, a score of
Tampacaus Indians from Reynosa, and many others, ardently joined the struggle.26
With the rebellion growing, the long-arm of Haynes’s political activism reached the Oval
Office in the White House. By mid-October, a letter Haynes wrote regarding frontier conditions,
circulated in the U.S. Congress, capturing the attention of President James Buchanan. Haynes did
not mention Cortina or the raid in his letter. He did, however, provide a brief history of the
region, “Indian” depredations, and stressed the necessity for the federal government’s role in
enforcing the peace for the region’s commercial prosperity, and demanded the state provide
security for frontier families, “to which we are so justly entitled.”27 Eight months earlier he wrote
Gov. Hardin R. Runnels amplifying “the necessity of remaining some troops on the Rio Grande
as a national frontier.”28 In both letters, Haynes protested the abandonment of all forts along the
river, specifically, Fort Brown, Fort McIntosh, and Ringgold Barracks. But the lame-duck
administrations of both Buchanan and Runnels proved to be inept in handling border security.
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Representative Haynes declared, “It will thus be seen that I was not unmindful of the wants and
condition of that frontier, but did all in my power to avert the calamities now upon us . . . and not
leave the people I represent without any protection, from the strong arm of the government.”29
For Haynes, frontier defense was also a matter of national interest, because of the
neighboring republic’s “chronic state of revolution” and “the irritated state of feeling” as a result
of the “occupation of a part of their territory.”30 It is important to note that he fought for frontier
protection up to the days before secession as much as he did before and in the first days of the
Cortina rebellion. On January 23, 1861, he pushed a bill that called for a “permanent military
force . . . to garrison and defend the Rio Grande frontier.” But his bill fell 57-17.31 Haynes
earlier predicted, “From the first day that troops were called for to go to the Rio Grande, I feared
that the contest would sink into a war of races. Old animosities and prejudices would be aroused,
the cloud at first no bigger than a man’s hand would grow and increase, and all the inhabitants of
the valley would finally be drawn into the difficulty or driven from the country.”32
As Haynes foresaw, as in all militant conflict, the law-abiding citizens of the area
suffered the most. Bands of Cortinistas sacked ranches in the counties of Cameron and Hidalgo.
Ranches and farms of those opposed to Cortina were set ablaze and their livestock taken.33
Meanwhile, three companies of Rangers captained by twenty-six-year-old William G. Tobin,
rode from San Antonio to Brownsville, killing Tejanos they suspected of abetting the rebels. 34
Within twenty-four hours after arrival at their destination on November 10, 1859, they drug
Cortina’s first lieutenant to Market Square, where he was put to a rope.35 Tensions severely
intensified. The next day, a battle ensued in which Tobin’s force was decisively routed by
Cortina’s guerilla fighters. In retaliation, the Rangers rode to Santa Rita the following day, about
six miles above Brownsville, and set the trivial parish to an inferno. The San Antonio Rangers
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indiscriminately marauded Hispanic homes and posed as much or more of a threat to valley
families as did Cortina’s raiders. Accompanying Captain Tobin and playing an active part in the
defense of Brownsville, was Haynes’s ally, Judge Edmund J. Davis.36
Davis’s father-in-law, Nueces district senator, soldier, and financier, Forbes N. Britton,
was one of Haynes’s closest allies. Both men were members of General Houston’s most trusted
circle. As a preceding member of the Committee of Military Affairs, Haynes played an active
role in concocting a new strategy for how to stop Cortina. He and Senator Britton attended a
meeting of Texas political titans in mid-November. In Austin, Haynes voiced that many Tejanos
believed, “there was a deliberate conspiracy to defraud them of their lands, which was aided and
abetted by a corrupt Federal judge.”37 John S. “Rip” Ford recalled Britton’s “impromptu speech”
which “deeply moved” Governor Runnels to order Ford to Corpus Christi to ensure the safety of
Britton’s family.38 Haynes, conversely recalled how Britton “dwelt at length on the fact of the
forces of Cortina being armed with Sharpe’s rifles and six-shooters, and leaned very strongly to
the insurrection origin.” Haynes likewise stated how Major Ford “brought in a set of belligerent
resolutions, declaring that ‘war existed by the act of Mexico,’ which evidently took for granted
the invasion idea.”39 In sum, the Austin meeting brewed up as much turmoil on how to resolve
the border troubles, as it did in reaching an agreement as to the origins of the difficulties. Besides
approving to call out state troops, however, Haynes and the political titans could agree that most
Latinos were in sympathy with Cortina.
With a network of spies in Cameron and Hidalgo counties, Cortina made it difficult for
Haynes and the Texas leaders to gather reliable intelligence. For example, estimates of his troop
count fluctuated from 300 to 3,000. Supporter’s also provided his forces with food and clothes.
In sum, sympathizers donated badly needed supplies, harbored rebels, and leaked disinformation.
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This made it arduous to pinpoint Cortina’s exact whereabouts. With the peoples’ sympathy
growing, Haynes saw first-hand the devastation and destruction along the frontier, as he galloped
passed Cortina’s spies, the Rangers, and Gen. Henry Clay Davis’s volunteers. In a report written
by Haynes, and printed throughout the state in 1860, he gave inference to why Cameron and
Hidalgo county citizens, as well as Mexican nationals, sympathized with the ongoing struggle:

Our Troops should have been most guarded in all their intercourse with the
authorities of Mexico, and they should have conducted their military
operations against Cortina under the strictest discipline. The population on
this side of the Rio Grande is almost entirely Mexican, connected by the ties
of blood, education, and sympathy with that on the opposite bank of the river,
and as a natural consequence, the Mexicans watched with jealous care the
conduct of our troops towards their relatives and friends in Cameron and
Hidalgo. I much fear that such a course has not been pursued as to gain the
good will of our neighbors, which was of such importance in forwarding the
delicate negotiations of Mr. Buchanan and President Juarez. 40

With winter setting in circumstances were about to change. Three troupes of the U.S. Army
marched for the volatile Texas-Mexico border. Few Anglo Americans in South Texas, author of
Tejano Civil War history and Cortina’s biographer, Jerry Thompson wrote, “understood the root
causes of what became the Cortina War,” as did Virginia-born John L. Haynes.41
So, what were the origins of the Rio Grande Rebellion? Haynes believed that Cortina
“was taught in 1850” by Edward Dougherty, Edwin B. Scarborough, and other men, “that Texas
had no rightful jurisdiction” over the Trans-Nueces region, “and that those people had too long
‘tamely submitted’ to its laws.”42 Tracing the “formidable fruits” of the rebellion to the
Separatist Movement of 1850, Haynes slated the “Brownsville imbroglio;” they “have ‘stolen the
livery of heaven to serve the devil in.’” He said that the origins of the affair were as “variant as
the persons who speak and write about it.” A far-fetched idea came from Captain Rickets, who in
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a report to the Secretary of War, “suggested that it was simply a personal quarrel between land
thieves and horse thieves.” Therefore, only the most “prominent” ideas “need be examined.”43
Due to the timing of the troubles, a leading idea was “gotten up by the John Brown men
of the North.” This line of reasoning was taken by Col. John Marshal, for instance, who edited
the organ of the state Democratic Party, the State Gazette. As to the “insurrection” cause, which
circulated in several newspapers, Haynes wrote, “Cortina and John Brown got so inextricably
mixed up.” Others like state leader Samuel Maverick and the vehement Knights of the Golden
Circle, preferred the idea that a troublous political faction in Mexico invaded U.S. territory.
Despite his opponents, Haynes held that the “invasion” idea held no merit either. Since Mexican
officials in Matamoros “sent troops to protect . . . Brownsville, which is a sufficient answer on
this topic.” 44
Publisher of the Corpus Christi Daily Ranchero and veteran of William Walker’s 1856
filibuster foray, Henry A. Maltby, vociferously spewed the notion that a “war of races” existed.
The twenty-nine-year-old propagandized that “an idle vicious, depraved, thievish, ignorant and
fanatical population” planned to kill all white Americans.45 Brownsville postmaster, Robert B.
Kingsbury, also claimed that a race war had exploded with “ferocity” along the Rio Grande
Valley.46 In a passion exerted and ambivalent atmosphere, the “war of races” origin, Haynes
believed, would ultimately lead to a war with Mexico. “If we must have war, let it be a great
national contest with national conquest . . . better this a thousand times, than a contemptable war
of races.”47 Haynes blatantly quantified, “The sublime absurdity of an old ranchero with 3 or 400
men waging a war of races against thirty millions of people will probably be believed so long as
men can be found to believe,” in a piece of anti-Mormon rhetoric, “that Joe Smith and Brigham
Young are the Prophets of God.”48
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On a practical level, he pointed out the state’s cost “to suppress this movement” in his
widely-published Minority Report. The Legislature’s appropriation of from $50,000-$150,000 to
maintain a battalion of troops in the field, he said, could sustain the government for a year, in
time of peace. He insisted that the citizens who “will foot these bills of expense,” had the right to
know “why they are called upon to do so . . . The supremacy of law must be maintained, and this
rebellion must be suppressed.” Notwithstanding, “this can only be done by knowledge of the
facts upon which to base our actions,” Haynes cogently concluded.49

We are therefore forced to seek the origins elsewhere, and I incline to the
opinion that this rebellion is caused by a settled belief on the part of the
citizens of Mexican origin in those counties that there is a deliberate attempt
being made by certain persons to defraud them of their lands, which attempt
is sustained by a person holding high official position in the Federal court . . .
In the absence of any other probable cause, it will be safe to take the one
assigned by the rebel’s themselves . . . And when the conspiracy ‘to play for
empire’ was discovered, the flame burst forth. There were probably other
causes existing, personal animosities and personal grievances, which tended to
fan the flame. These are, in my opinion, the origin of this difficulty. I may be
mistaken, but until I hear a better explanation supported by more probable
testimony, I cannot surrender my own belief . . . Let the blackened ruins of the
ranches from Brownsville to Rio Grande City, the loss of five thousand inhabitants
with all their wealth and industry, and the insecurity of life beyond the range of
sentinels, answer the question as to who was right and who was wrong. 50

Starr County Villain
Sometime after the opening of the House of Representatives of the 8th Legislature on
Monday, November 7, 1859, Haynes remembered, “I saw Forbes one-day capering around like
an Indian in a war dance.” The Starr County representative approached Britton and “asked him if
he had been bitten by a tarantula.” He had not. In fact, Britton was trying to make sense of a
letter he had received. Britton told Haynes, the letter is not readable; you can’t sing it because
“the darned thing can’t be set to music;” nor can its meaning be whistled. “I” tried but “nearly
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turned my mouth inside out, and now I am trying to dance out its meaning and have failed; here
it is, see if you can make anything out of it.”51
Satirically speaking, making sense of the letter was as confusing as settling the tangled
Spanish, Mexican, and Texas Republic land claims. Satire aside, this theme dominated Haynes’s
political activism via his legislative efforts. At Austin, on November 9, Haynes presented the
petitions of José María Gonzales and Theodore L. [Recors] to the committee on Private Land
Claims, and the petition of Petra Canales [Sanlers] to the committee on Claims and Accounts.
Within two weeks, he also delivered petitions for the relief of Henry Clay Davis and Peter B.
Norton, correspondingly, to the Private Land Claims committee. And on November 23, Haynes
submitted a bill “to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to correct errors and
mistakes in certain cases.”52
While sophomore legislator Haynes worked to resolve land claims, “Cheno” Cortina
published his second pronunciamiento, from his well-fortified control center above Brownsville.
The formidable leader reminded Tejanos of their land despoliation, and the cold feeling that
“justice has left this world.” He also entrusted that upon Sam Houston’s return as governor, he
will “give us legal protection” under justice of law.53 In Starr County, however, General Houston
lost to the incumbent candidate by a vote of 191-69.54 With Houston’s investiture as governor
still four weeks away, nonetheless, Cortina’s plea for fair representation of political and property
rights did not go unrequited.
Six days later, November 29, 1859, the Houston-supporter Haynes, pushed forth a
handful of Tejano land claim petitions to the House. His constituents included, Antonio Garcia
Vela, Manuel Farias, Zenobia Longoria, Juan Longoria, and [Marjil] Garcia.55 The fact that 90%
of Haynes’s constituency were Latino, of course, weighed evenly on his political action. That
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being stated, it was Haynes’s pro-Tejano activism before the rebellion that procured his
reelection in a field of three, by a resounding vote of 242-47.56
The South Texas representative served as a committee member on the Reward for Arrest
of Certain Persons, and Causes of Conditions of Affairs in, Cameron and Hidalgo Counties.
The latter committee formed from Haynes’s joint resolution “to investigate the causes and
disturbances” in said counties.57 This select committee consisted of Haynes, Dougherty, and
thirty-two-year-old Matthew Dale, associate editor of the Trinity Advocate and hard-nosed states’
rights advocate.58 Back in Cameron County, district attorney A. B. Bacon and a grand jury of
sixteen men, reported their findings for the “war of races,” which Haynes felt they omitted
certain facts. Dougherty and Dale argued in committee “that because the grand jury of Cameron
had made a report,” Haynes’s resolution to appoint a Board of Commissioners was excessive.59
Still, Haynes worked to find a peaceful legislative resolution to quell the Rio Grande rebellion.
Meanwhile, Maj. Samuel P. Heintzelman—accompanied by artillery—arrived on the
border by late November. Heintzelman’s “Brownsville Expedition” set up command center at
Fort Brown. More bloodshed was certain. Between Rancho Las Rucias and his headquarters, a
span of some twenty-five miles, the battlefield was set; blanketed in sleet and rain. In early
December, amid a “fiercer norther”, which had “seldom frozen the marrow in a Texas man’s
bones,” Major Ford heard Cortina’s bugles in the distance, but refrained from attacking. Indeed,
Cortina’s strategy was to lure the Texas force into the “dense groves of huisache and ebony
trees.”60 Not long after Major Heintzelman ordered a force of regulars to reinforce the Rangers,
but no major action occurred.
Then on Tuesday, December 13, the booming of cannon alerted Cortina from Rancho de
Los Indios to Rancho La Ebonal. In the hours long fight, the better supplied and armed U.S.
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regulars and Texas Rangers repulsed Cortina’s force led by Lt. Teodoro Zamora. Less than five
miles upriver at the rancho of Jesús De León, the dazed Cortinistas were again defeated.61
Pleased by the triumphs, the commanding officer, Heintzelman, permitted his soldiers to revel
with a barrel of beer confiscated amid the combat at De León’s ranch. In the days following, a
skirmish occurred east of Rancho Carricitos. The aftermath scene was desolation and destruction.
Cortina’s men pillaged haciendas on their retreat. Heintzelman also confessed that the Texas
Rangers capriciously burned Tejano homes, farms, and ranches.62
Eight days after the fight at Rancho La Ebonal, Haynes and the Houston-camp welcomed
the veteran of the Battle of Horseshoe Bend back to the governorship. By now, Heintzelman had
issued “Orders No. 4;” directing three detachments made-up of about 400 men to move upriver
and encircle Cortina’s army of some 450 men, believed to be at Rio Grande City.63 On December
26, at Rancho las Cuevas, about eighteen miles below Rio Grande City, a council agreed on a
plan to ambush the Cortinistas at sunrise. Amid a swirling fog, Cortina led a brave counterattack.
But his enemies sturdy Sharpe’s rifles and cannon decided the rebellion’s decisive engagement.
In sum, the Battle of Rio Grande City resulted in the loss of Cortina’s artillery, sixty fighters,
possession of Ringgold Barracks, and the near obliteration of his army.64
The headline of the Corpus Christi Ranchero read: “Sixty Greasers gone to Glory!!”
Editor H.A. Maltby sneeringly lamented, “This was not a very courteous way to speak of Senator
Britton and Representative Haynes’s constituency.”65 The sound defeat, indeed led many to think
the troubles were over. Haynes, however, inclined to the opinion that Cortina’s followers
believed in the principle of the cause. He perhaps agreed with his former equal in rank of the
“Merchant’s War,” when Ford said of Cortina’s followers: “They supposed he would retrieve his
fortune and fame . . . and woo Fortune to his side once more.”66
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To prevent a recurrence of related uprisings, Haynes submitted his Minority Report to the
House. Earlier, Rep’s. Daugherty and Dale recommended the rejection of his Joint Resolutions.
They argued that Haynes’s resolutions conferred too much power on the proposed commission.
With “full authority,” Haynes’s report specified, the appointed shall investigate copiously the
causes for the rebellion; subpoena witnesses; be able to grant temporary amnesty to non-ranking
rebels who surrendered; determine whether the rebels were abetted with arms and supplies “from
any foreign or domestic source;” and report to Gov. Houston “the amount of lands fraudulently
held under transfers from citizens of Mexican origin; . . . of the Federal Court presided over by
Judge Watrous.”67
On January 2, 1860, Haynes netted a win. Governor Houston authorized the creation of a
Board of Commissioners. The task entailed a visit to Brownsville to investigate whether land
titles transferred by Tejanos were genuine or fraudulent. Following Haynes’s advice, Houston
appointed Harvard alumna and son of a Texas Republic founder, José Angel Navarro, along with
Robert H. Taylor, Fannin County representative and former captain of a company of Texas
Volunteers during the Mexican War. In the end, the powers Houston vested upon the
commissioners included: access to archives of land-titles transferred in Brownsville courts; the
administration of oaths; and the power to muster into service or “disband the Texas forces now
acting under” the Federals.68
Haynes’s representation of Tejano interests antagonized the state Anglo Democratic
ruling elite from its tail end to its belly to the head of the snake. John Marshall, lead editor of the
Austin State Gazette, believed that Haynes’s minority report was “utterly detestable” to the
“Constitution of the State.” Marshall derisively recommended that if Governor Houston could
confer such powers to the commissioners, it may “be better to give dictatorial powers at once to
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him, and submit everything to his caprice.” One source tantalized: “Is it any wonder we have had
no rain for so long, is it any wonder that the grasshoppers came . . . when such a man as Haynes
can dictate to the Governor of Texas what he ought to do.” Haynes aptly replied, “The poisoned
arrows shot at General Houston rattle harmlessly on the shield of his great fame, but I have no
such protection.” Thus, he felt compelled “to my friends and myself to defend our action against
all imputations that may be brought against us.”69`
In a series of articles titled “The Rio Grande Commissioners,” Haynes did just that.
Published in A.B. Norton’s The Intelligencer, he addressed the charge that Governor Houston
“had sent Ministers Plenipotentiary to the Court of Cortinas,” situated someplace “in those
‘amiable chaparrals’ of the Rio Grande.” The representative argued that the selection of Taylor
and Navarro was “eminently proper.” Navarro spoke the Spanish language, he said, and as for
Taylor, he was a good choice for he “knows none of the parties to this conflict.” Haynes
followed up by quoting from The Constitutional History of the United States. Applying the
Whiskey Insurrection as a case in point he further argued that the appointment of commissioners
was justified. “The precedent then established by him who was ‘first in peace, first in war and
first in the hearts of his countrymen,’” he cited of Washington.70
Haynes’s enemies spiked their vitriol. The Brownsville American Flag was the tip of the
spear. One muddled source argued that Haynes’s resolutions to investigate “Greaser grievances”
and titles to lands, were nothing more than “Mexican-vote-making-resolutions.” Furthermore,
how could “we . . . ask our Legislature to participate in and dirty its hands with, any such brain
coining impositions?” Not wanting to “judge Mr. Haynes to hastily” the writer continued, “it is
probable that the entire matter “on his part” was only a “stupendous blunder . . . often made by
fierce and eager politicians.” Because Haynes had been living 300 miles removed from the scene
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he might “think that, during the non-exercise of his influence . . . frauds have been perpetrated,
the courts corrupted and his non-reading Mexican friends chiseled out of a Spanish grant or two,
which as their true representative, was bound to inquire into.”71
In late January 1860, Haynes put forth his bill to settle the disputed Spanish, Mexican,
and Texas Republic land claims in the Trans-Nueces region. From the floor of the House
chambers, the unrestrained lawmaker volubly expressed frustration with the legislature’s lack of
action to quell land frauds committed upon Texas Mexicans. In his lengthy oration, he delineated
the history and settlement of Nuevo Santander. He then shook the Legislature’s foundation to its
core when he proposed to respect the legality of Spanish-Mexican land grants. Most legislators
hoped to invalidate previous claims certified under Spanish and Mexican rule. Under Article 8,
they argued that Tejanos were “disloyal” to Texas amid and after the Alamo.72 Scholar James
Marten sums it up; Haynes, he wrote, “insisted that it was ludicrous to deny Mexicans their land
because they had ‘adhered to the enemy’ during the struggles between Texas and Mexico.”73
In Haynes’s words, these people varied greatly, regarding class distinction, from Anglo
Texans “in language, customs, religion, and everything that could draw a distinction broad and
deep.” Haynes firmly asked the House, why are you so shocked that “they should cling to their
own countrymen in your revolutionary struggle?” In an outburst, echoes of disagreement
reverberated off the walls and out the windows onto Congress Avenue. Although he was usually
a quiet man, Haynes defended his beliefs confidently. Our fellow-citizens of “Mexican origin”
inherited individual and property rights under Mexican law prior to 1836, or subsequently when
they became American citizens via the Treaty of 1848, he argued. “They are men, they are
human, and actuated by the same impulses and the same passions as other men. Mankind in all
ages and all nations have been the same and ever will be, and let that be a sufficient vindication,
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and let us not bring charges calculated to throw disgrace upon men, simply because they acted in
accordance with those great natural instincts planted in every human breast . . . Then let us have
a little charity for those people.”74
On February 13, 1860, the Regular Session of the 8th Legislature closed. The animus
existing among the Anglo ruling elite of Cameron County ran in the American Flag. Somers
Kinney and H. A. Gallup intensified their doggerel attack of Haynes. One witness marveled at
“The ‘cold trail’ which he struck with such loud and insulting yells,” earlier in the session.
Extracts in the Flag signed “HOTAH,” were printed in the Galveston News. The anonymous
writer supposed Haynes favored Cortina and was sure he “is a particular friend of the murdering
thief.” The writer heard Haynes’s seat in office was “effected by greaser votes, better styled
greasy—slippery votes.” Maybe the Starr County representative gets his news from “his beloved
friends, the Mexicans, whose word” is more “creditable . . . than the word of white folks.”75
Haynes hit back ably at the ubiquitous Anglo-Texan-anti-Latino mindset. “I did not wish
men living on the Rio Grande, whose passions were aroused and whose prejudices would control
them, to set upon an investigation like this.” But the facts were clear, a spirit of Know-Nothings
paraded itself conspicuously in the actions of individuals who blatantly want “for a strict political
organization, which ostracizes” all persons, he said, “disposed to think and act independently of
party machinery.”76
By early February 1860, the vilification spewed over from the printing press to one of the
principle streets of Brownsville. Angry residents mockingly hung an effigy of Haynes to the limb
of a tree. Affixed to his “elegant and finished image” a placard read: “The Immortal Haynes . . .
who lies to immortalize.” The next day, a second placard added to the effigy ran: “El Judas pensa
vender su potria por 30 pedasos de plata—the Judas who wished to sell his country for 30 pieces
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of silver.” HOTAH supposed the “better class of Mexican” people living on the north bank of
this frontier made the addition “in gratitude to their defender.”77
In a letter to the Galveston News, another anonymous source jabbed at “‘Poor Haynes’
friends.” Some believed he was next in line to the governorship, or more optimistically, would,
with secession in the air, be “nominated by the Charleston Convention for President.” The source
alleged that “surveyor” Haynes had overcharged Tejanos for surveys on their vacant lands. For
the unknown writer, Haynes’s mock hanging was not that “distressing, . . . for a man so corrupt
should have his neck stretched de veras.”78 H. A. Gallup and Somers Kinney ran a spurious ad
that touted “GEN. . . . CORTINA FOR PRESIDENT” and the “HON. J. L. HAYNES OF
LAGRANGE FOR VICE PRESIDENT;” pending approval of the “Matamoros Convention.”

Figure 14. Brownsville American Flag, March 17, 1860.
John L. Haynes Papers, 1846-1945, Dolph Briscoe Center for American History.
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On Thursday, February 9, 1860, the Flag parodied; they were alarmed with the buzz that several
of the “inconsiderate and indignant” people of Brownsville had hung diplomat Haynes in effigy.
As the broadsheet understood it, a deputation was on its way to the “dienasty” of Starr County,
for consent “to have the Honorable gentleman taken down and decently interred.” The ensuing
verses, “the work of our Devil,” is “published to keep peace in the office.”79
POOR HAYNES
Where the sun shines bright, and the moon at night
Floats on a silver sea,
Where the Rio Grand’ with its golden sand
Glides smoothly on its way:
Where the roses bloom, and their sweet perfume,
On airy wing ascends,
Johny Haynes rose high, in the people’s eye,
Who dearly love their friends.
With his honor bright, and with his keen insight,
Among his peers he stood,
His soul in the land, of the greaser band
Who shed his country’s blood.
There’s a fraud! he cries; with my own good eyes,
I see the Record plain:
Let the Gringos bleed! For the wicked deed
They lie among the slain.
Johny Haynes was right, in the bandit’s sight,
He loved the story well,
And he drew his knife, for the white-man’s life,
And pray’d his soul to hell.
Earth’s sorrowing flood, sweeps the pure and good
Oft from the flowery plain:
Poor Haynes couldn’t stand, on our border land,
Dy’d with a crimson stain.
For friends raised him higher, than his noble sire,
E’er thought the boy would hang,
His long neck and boots, scared the owl that hoots,
Nightly o’er Cortina’s gang.
The fierce north-wind blew, and the tiding flew,
To rouse the slumbering town;
A greaser came by, with a tear in his eye,
And beg’d he might come down.
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“When Thieves Fall Out, Honest Men Get Their Due.”80

Figure 15. Brigadier-General and State Representative John L. Haynes wearing a Mexican sarape.
Photograph taken for the Eighth Legislature of Texas, 1860.81
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“The impotent malice expended on my effigy” Haynes replied, “only produced a smile of
contempt, for I expect to live and attend the execution of each particular scoundrel engaged in
getting it up.” As representative of the people of Starr, Haynes found it needed “for me to
vindicate my course” regarding “the vilification of myself” against the “yelping kennel” that
hounded him down. Such misconceptions can “only emanate from the brain of an editor of what
Governor Runnels denominates as a ‘licentious press.’” Give the Brownsville embarrassments,
Haynes said, “a special charter to sell old clothes.” Haynes was skeptical of his Cameron County
“friends,” who attack “me for believing what they say” of one another, “and expend their old
clothes in stuffing out ‘counterfeit resemblances’ of my” corpse, “whilst their Poet Laureate, the
asstute Kinney, lampoons me in his paper in nature “doggerel.”82
That “valiant blackguardism” Haynes continued, “can turn its attention to” his sources of
information—Stephen Powers; Edward Dougherty, etc.—who recommended the impeachment
of Judge John Charles Watrous. The “great Ca[v]azos case” awaiting in his court is proof enough
of why he needs to be impeached “for malfeasance in being that he held a collusive interest in
large bodies of land, the titles to which were being adjudicated in his own court.” The fact is that
“our citizens of Mexican origin” have just lately “become aware of the full extent to which their
homes are involved” in the “Ca[v]azos and other suits;” which has exposed the “conspiracy
against the ‘empire’ valley of the Rio Grande.”83
In his article “The Rio Grande Commissioners,” Haynes foretold,

The vast extent of the State of Texas; its diversified population, composed of
people of different nationalities; their various pursuits and languages, should
teach us to exercise the greatest social, religious and political toleration in the
conduct of affairs. Whenever we depart from the broad and catholic spirit of
true Democracy, we are certain to fall into error. But unfortunately, there exists
amongst us a strong feeling of practical Know-Nothingism, which induces many
unreflecting persons to ignore the evident proposition I have stated . . . One of
the Confederates writing to another, says, ‘we play for Empire and will see it to
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the end.’ This empire was to include all of the rich valley of the Rio Grande. 84

Order of the Lone Star Laying in Ambush
Lurking on the murky banks of the Rio Grande, the Order of the Lone Star of the West,
pounced to exploit the difficulties. A radical right-wing secret society, they worked hand in hand
with the insular Knights of the Golden Circle (KGC). Both groups plotted to invade northeastern
Mexico and establish a “Republic of the Sierra Madre.” From this springboard, they would
“liberate” Cuba and claim Havana as their capital. From their Brownsville sanctuary, however,
the Filibusters fantasized of building a gargantuan slave empire that could “rival in power and
prestige the Roman Empire of two thousand years ago.”85
By February 1860, new recruits poured in almost daily by steamboat or overland from
New Orleans to San Antonio to the mouth of the Rio Grande. In the meantime, the State Gazette
took numerous South Texans by surprise when it reported that a correspondent of the New York
Tribune was in San Antonio. Their editor stated how such interest stemmed from New York
Senator William Seward’s backing of the Territorial Movement of 1850.86 Historical scholarship
points out, however, that the Cortina War of 1859-1860, “was an exaggeration designed to get
the soldiers, along with their businesses, back to the border.”87
To provide an example, Senator Scarborough attended a Democratic meeting presided
over by Cortina in the summer of 1859, Haynes wrote in a piece published in The Intelligencer.
The Hidalgo County representative sure “has kicked up the hullabaloo on the Rio Grande.” And
if Maj. John Marshall desires to omit “documentary evidence, . . . we” will then provide it. It was
Stephen Powers, “a member of Maj. Marshall’s political family,” sheriff J. G. Browne, “and
“Dolph” Glavecke (known as Don Gaspar),” who chose Senator Seward as their mouthpiece.
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Haynes forthrightly told Marshall, “Stir them up, Mr. Chairman, with that instrument of yours,
which [Louis T.] Wigfall gave a name during the Senatorial contest.”88
Sen. Louis T. Wigfall, a hard-drinker and imposing figure, was a prominent leader of the
KGC. In 1857, at age forty-one, he was elected to the Texas Senate. That election year he
badgered Houston on the campaign trail. Three years later from the Senate floor he yelled for a
Brutus to assassinate the governor. He also opposed the Know-Nothing movement and was a
lawyer. Despite his violent tendencies, as a senator, Wigfall gained fame as an eloquent speaker
who adhered to chivalric values. Later, he commanded the “Texas Brigade of the Army of
Northern Virginia” in the Civil War.89 In short, Wigfall believed in a philosophy that promoted
slavery. He was also largely responsible for the surge of filibusters on the frontier. And he is a
prime example of the elite ruling class that Haynes forcefully challenged.
Six days after Taylor’s and Navarro’s unpredicted cordial welcome at Brownsville,
January 16, 1860, Commissioner Taylor expressed disbelief at the behavior of the Rangers. They
had “been burning ranches & hanging & shooting Mexicans without authority by law and are
more dreaded than Cortina,” he wrote in a letter to the governor.90 Ten days later, Commissioner
Navarro voiced incredulity at how hundreds of filibusters were insidiously gathering at
Brownsville.91 Houston was fully aware of the ambitions of the KGC and Order of the Lone Star.
Reports indicate that Houston was an initiate. Though due his pro-Union position, he abandoned
their scheme.92 Still, Houston knew of their Cuba plan, as did most.
Some of the radical rightists fought as volunteers against the Cortinistas. William
Robertson “Big Bill” Henry, ex sergeant of state troops and progeny of Patrick Henry, for
instance, was an enlisted man. Haynes told Houston that the commissioners were not only
needed to gather intel for how to stop Cortina but were also a “prime necessity” as a “restraint on
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our state troops.”93 To be sure, numerous leaders of the pro-Southern radical right groups held
rank in the Texan army. Yet they gave their loyalties to the cabalistic codes of these secret
societies. Be that as it may, three months previous, Haynes acted politically to halt their
momentum.
At the state capital in November 1859, directly following the legislature’s approval to
order troops to the frontier, Haynes learned that a meeting of filibusters was held. By this time,
the Order of the Lone Star and the KGC planned to exploit the “favorable condition” of events to
concoct their expedition south of the border. Using Cortina as a smokescreen, the radicals would
“chase” him across the river, giving them a “sufficient pretext” Haynes iterated, “for ardent
patriots ‘to extend the area of freedom,’ and to take ‘indemnity for past and security for the
future.”’ In this “philanthropic junta” an internal struggle ensued in deciding who would lead the
radicals. Ultimately, hardened filibuster William Kissane (Col. Samuel L. Lockridge) was
selected to command the incursion.94
Haynes felt that such a move was particularly “ill-timed,” because the U.S. Ambassador
to Mexico, Robert M. McLane, had finalized a beneficial treaty with the Liberal Party of
Mexico. To Haynes’s understanding, a garrison of Mexican troops was stationed in readiness at
Matamoros. Furthermore, he argued that an assault on their soil “would be a shabby return to the
comity” they demonstrated when a company of Mexican soldiers helped guard Brownsville
against Cortina. Without indecision, Haynes gave the Cameron and Hidalgo representatives
(Dougherty and Scarborough) a heads-up “of what was on the tapis.” The representatives, in
turn, informed Gov. Runnels, who strictly ordered Texas forces “not to ‘encroach upon Mexican
soil.’” Haynes declared, “which had the effect, for the time being, of nipping a most excellent
well laid plan in the bud.”95
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Hostilities flared up again on February 4, 1860. The site was Rancho La Bolsa. It laid
approximately thirty-five miles upriver from Matamoros. At the convex of the end of the bend,
the riverboat Ranchero, carrying American passengers and over $300,000 in currency and cargo,
was an enticing prize for Cortina. A company of state troops led by Ford crossed the river after
sighting some guerrillas. A one hour and fifteen-minute firefight resulted. It was said that Cortina
was the last of his force to exit the battlefield. In his memoirs, however, Ford evidently adds
spice to his pro-Ranger account. About six weeks later, the final battle of the war occurred. The
place was Rancho La Mesa, some fifteen-miles above La Bolsa.96 In sum, the U.S. victories
brought both republics closer to a second war. And intentionally, or not, encouraged the KGC
and Order of the Lone Star’s hopes of slavery expansion.

Sword of the Border
Haynes stood in the dreamer’s way. Houston had his own southern expansion project.
Back at Brownsville, the commissioners continued their investigation. While Navarro and Taylor
were not Houston-backers, their findings motivated his desire for territorial growth. In late
January 1860, Navarro reported to him that the border war started from “private or personal
feuds.”97 Taylor and Navarro also agreed that Cortina was a robber and a butcher.98 Moreover,
the rebellion had stirred much animosity among the impecunious class of Latinos on both sides
of the river. Plus, most reviled the new Anglo-Saxon political order.99 In their final report, the
commissioners told Houston exactly what he wanted to hear. Indeed, a protectorate was needed
to prevent further outbreaks. Because many Mexican officials abetted Cortina, they concluded,
friendly relations between both nations had ended.100 Ultimately, representatives Taylor and
Navarro argued that Haynes was quite correct in his assertion that the status quo would spiral
into a “war of races.” In Haynes’s words, “such warfare could only lead to . . . the loss of a large
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industrious population, the desolation of our frontier to cruel and vindictive reprisals,” and lastly,
“to a war with Mexico.”101 Haynes’s vision outwardly stood in the way of Houston’s southern
expansion project, too.
Despite Haynes’s passive dialect, his political interests and aspirations viably aligned
with Taylor and Navarro’s determination to establish a province that would seize on Monterrey’s
Cerro de la Silla or “Saddle Mountains.” Whether the commissioners knew it or not, Houston
intended to create such a protectorate. In doing so, he could achieve his ambitions and objectives.
A proposed protectorate on Mexican land would dominate public politics in the election of 1860.
Then Governor Houston could defeat Lincoln, manage the national government, and eventually
plant the “Stars and Stripes” on neighboring soil. Haynes, age thirty-eight, had evolved his views
and was “utterly opposed to all sorts of private filibustering.” A southern expansionist, he was
“somewhat inclined to an increase of territory, if obtained under the stars and stripes.”102 Thus,
the Freemason could help proliferate American values and institutions.
In March 1860, Houston sent his chief-of-staff and Haynes’s good friend, Forbes Britton,
to Washington, D. C. His mission was to obtain federal funds and support to raise a Texas army.
The frontier devastation convinced Houston that such steps were necessary to enforce the peace.
President Buchanan shelfed the issue, however. He cited opposition from a Republican Congress
and a lack of funds.103 Besides, the Cortina war was placated. And, Cortina had fled the TexasMexico border region. His absence erased a viable pretext for the occupation of a protectorate.
Or, to some extent, for Houston’s raising of an army on the back of federal funds. With no vow
of a protectorate, Haynes’s close friend, Houston, bid farewell to his hopes for a presidential bid.
The governor still considerably rewarded legislator Haynes for the important role he
played in the bloody border episode of 1859-1860. Proven to be strong-willed and relentless,
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Houston knew he could trust Haynes. On April 14, 1860, the durable veteran of Buena Vista was
commissioned Brigadier-General of the 32nd Brigade of Texas state troops.104 In the latter stages
of the war, Haynes had risen as a field commander of a militia brigade. His militant activism
mirrored his political representation, because he encouraged Latino participation in Texas and
American military institutions. It is possible to argue that Haynes’s rise to brigadier-general was
equally contributed to the threat he posed to the backwards thinking KGC and Order of the Lone
Star of the West, as to his legislative mediation to peacefully resolve Cortina’s border rebellion.
General Haynes was again promoted on July 10, 1860. The governor confidently
appointed him “Quartermaster to the troops called into the service of the State,” Houston wrote.
One week after his thirty-ninth birthday Haynes took on the responsibilities of a senior soldier.
Besides supplying provisions, his duties involved arranging and examining “all accounts of the
Quartermasters of the various Ranging companies” and their conveying to the office of the state
comptroller.105 He also equipped state troops with ammunition, medical supplies, foodstuffs,
oversaw the distribution of horses to mounted regiments, and dealt with mortuary affairs etc.
Serving as Quartermaster of all Texas forces, Haynes’s unionist sentiments were solidly known.
He could not accept secession, unlike his fellow-Virginian Lt. Col. Robert E. Lee, who came to
South Texas aiming to suppress Cortina.
In the summer of 1860, rumors of Cortina’s return surfaced. Such accounts flooded
frontier tabloids. Federal forces scrambled in hot pursuit. But the specter of Cortina was nowhere
to be found. A high-ranking U.S. army officer reported that the border was “perfectly quiet.”106
Before Cortina retreated to the Burgos Mountains, he probably wondered why Haynes had taken
such an outspoken, objective, and courageous stance as to the origins of the rebellion. Moreover,

165

the volatile life on the Texas-Mexico border almost guaranteed that both men would meet again.
Either as friend or foe.
So, why did Haynes side with Cortina? Beyond a doubt, one factor was to “cement his
relationship with his Hispanic constituents,” as scholar James Marten reasoned. More redolently,
Marten adds, “and to make an important ideological point.”107 But what exactly was that point?
An analysis of Haynes’s legislative efforts to resolve the conflict helps to clarify this question.
It can be said with certainty that Haynes sided with Cortina as to the origins of the rebellion.
Perhaps the ideological point Haynes attempted to make, however, was constitutional in nature,
not merely empathetic, by promoting the sentiments of the Treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo’s
Articles VIII and IX. And consciously, intending to shield titleholders who had not procured
deed proprietorship; thus, advocating the edict of the excluded Article X.
Regarding Cortina personally, a juxtaposition of Haynes’s Original and Substitute Joint
Resolutions aimed to appoint a Board of Commissioners, implies that he accepted Cortina’s fate
to be in the hands of the law, when he added, “the ringleaders of the insurrection shall not be
entitled” to temporary amnesty.108 Despite its unorthodox fatalism, Haynes’s stoicism of the
war’s end paralleled Cortina’s sense of being the sacrificial “lamb,” or the Apache Goyaaté of
the Tejano tribe, militantly leading his people’s fight for social justice, dignity, autonomy and
liberty.109 Because of Haynes’s outspoken and objective stance in the rebellion, he was one of
the few Anglo Americans Cortina would come to trust.110
As for the Cortina War, the scar its aftermath effect indelibly imprinted into the collective
cognizance of a xenophobic Texas white race identity trauma, proliferated ugly tensions between
newcomers and natives that lasted for decades. Although many fought for money or plunder,
many, like other indigenous peoples conquered in the white man’s underworld, fought to avenge
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that irrevocable strange dream called Manifest Destiny, in honor of their Forefathers lost lands—
en el honor de la tierra Perdida de sus antepasados.
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CHAPTER VII
CONCLUSION:
PERDIDA VAN BUREN AND THE “STRUCTURE OF PEACE”

“Never here after to wake or to weep,
Rock me to Sleep, Mother, Rock me to Sleep”

“Rock Me to Sleep,”
Haynes Papers, “Scrapbook”

In this study, Haynes’s political activism has shown that the antebellum-era so-called
“rivalship of peace” was truly an intrinsically paradoxical proposal. His outspoken and objective
stance of the origins of the Cortina rebellion clearly solidifies his sociological consciousness
raising campaigning that challenged Texas’s systematic exclusion of Spanish-surnamed persons.
To be sure, Cortina’s militant resistance equally disturbed the fragile Anglo Texan psyche as did
the sarape, or shawl, Haynes daringly wore during his tenure as a Tejano Representative.
Haynes’s legislative efforts to broker a peaceful resolution, infers that he believed that the only
way to achieve peace was to respect the validity of Spanish and Mexican land claims.
In correlation to the “structure of peace” theory, Haynes rhetoricated of the legislature’s
necessity to emend an ethnocentric systematic exclusion of Spanish surnamed American citizens.
“There

would not exist within our borders a more loyal class of citizens than those of Mexican

Origin of the Rio Grande Valley, for they can fully appreciate the beneficence of our free
institutions. By a change of government they were freed from the military exactions of their
native country, its forced services, its tithes to support an established church, its high taxes,
and above all, its abominable system of Peonage, and every man could rest in peace and quiet
under his own vine and fig tree.”1
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Four generations from Haynes’s preservation of Tejano land grants and his pragmatic
perseverance to mend Latino-Anglo relations, the seeds planted in the soil of Nuevo Santander
that he helped water sprouted into the roots of Hernandez v. Texas (1954)—which established
that equal protection and due process under the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States
Constitution applied to other ethnicities, not exclusively blacks and whites, and initiated the
conversion of segregationist policies that treated Americans of Latino origin as “a class apart.”
In the first phase of Latino American “sub-group integration,” and over a dozen years from the
ratification of the Treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo in 1848, most southern whites, unlike Haynes,
were not capable, or willing, to overcome a self-inflicted mentalized fear of darkened colored
skinned ethnicities.
To understand Haynes the man, we must ask, to what degree did Tejano culture influence
his actions? Naming his still-born daughter “Perdida” in 1851 is telling. There is little doubt that
his respect for Tejano culture was genuine. Equally, his argument from the floor of the House of
Representatives to authenticate their land titles as a matter of justice, was founded upon the
“neglect, struggle, and suffering” of their history.2 Haynes’s strong political will to shield Tejano
land claims and human liberties partially manifested from his weaponization of a turbulent
Tejano historical struggle. It can be argued that his internalization of and respect for SpanishMexican Fronterizeros culture and history was a major step in breaking down the wall of his
political and moral ideology as a former slaveholder. Haynes was indeed one of the few Anglos
who knew and valued Tejano history. In the words of Daisy Barrett Tanner, historian for St.
David’s Church at Austin, “Soon he knew more about this area than any Texan of his day.”3
Rev. Benjamin A. Rogers, who delivered a eulogy in honor of Haynes’s memory at St.
David’s in 1889, best captured Haynes’s Unionist sentiments and the ensuing chapter of his life
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when he wrote, “By every instinct of his nature he was a patriot, and no other claim was so
sacred to him as the claim to fealty to the union, and so he gave it his heart and his sword without
a thought as to what enemies and misfortunes it might bring him.”4 The gray-bearded preacher
and Maine-native then summed up the constitutional loyalist’s virtues of character, Haynes was
“Honest, fearless, generous, brave and trustworthy, he won his friends from all classes and
parties, and many who disagreed with him in his opinions admired the honesty and fearlessness
with which he embraced and defended them . . . No man more than Colonel Haynes ever had the
courage of his convictions.”5
In the end, perhaps it was the border people’s determination to maintain their freedom
and autonomy that opened Haynes’s eyes to see them as equals. Or, Haynes perhaps internalized
the historical struggle that shaped a Tejano identity no more or no less deserving to live in peace
than any other people to ever live. Perhaps Haynes was drawn to a spartan Nature born out of
the land itself that steeled his Mexican acculturation and action to consciously challenge a
societal prejudice that portrayed the original settlers of Texas as foreigners in their native land.
By placing the concept of class distinction at the center of Trans-Nueces land-grant adjudication,
Haynes’s political courage pierced the social veil of a desensitized Anglo-centric condition.6
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Endnotes: Chapter Seven
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